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By HnNo Drlrvrny

Ms. MaryPotter
Secretary, Board of Oil, Gas and Mining
Utah Department of Natural Resources
1594 West North Temple, Suite 1210
Salt Lake city, utah 84114

RECENED
: SiP1o2oo2

DMSION OF

' olL 6ii rHo MINING

Re: Request for Agency Action for Little Mountain Quarry (M/045/005)

Ms. Potter:

On behalf of Utah Portland Quarries, lnc. ("Utah Portland"), pursuant to Utah
Administrative Code Rules R641-105-100, R64l-105-600 and R641-105-500, enclosed are

the original and 14 copies of the following documents for consideration by the Board:

l) Request for Agency Action (In the Matter of the Request for Agency
Action by Utah Portland Quarries, lnc., for an Extension of the Suspension Period under the
Approved Notice of Intention for the Liftle Mountain Quarry Mining Operation Located in
Tooele County, Utah)

2) Petitioner's Exhibits in Support of Request for Agency Action (h the
Matter of the Request for Agency Action by Utah Portland Quarries, Inc., for an Extension
of the Suspension Period under the Approved Notice of Intention for the Little Mountain

Quany Mining Operation Located in Tooele County, Utah)

Copies of these documents have also been provided to the Division of Oil, Gas and

Mining, their counsel, and counsel for the Board.

Utah Portland also respectfully requests that this matter be heard at the Board
hearing scheduled for October 23, 2002. Given the nature of Utah Portland's Request for
Agency Action and the Division's tentative indication that it will likely support that
Request, it is not currently expected that any discovery will be required.
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Ms. MaryPotter
September 10,2002
Page Two

MJlWcvd
Enclosures
cc: .D. Wayne Hedberg, DOGM (w/ Enclosures)

Steven F. Alder, AAG (w/ Enclosures)
Kurt E. Seel, AAG (w/ Enclosures)

Greg Morical (d Enclosures)
Harry Philip (W Enclosures)

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact me at (801)536-6658.

Sincerely,

villL,x\k
Michad{ J. Malmquist

487t28.r



I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

FILED
sEP | 0 2002

BEFORE TIIE BOARD OF OIL, GAS, AI\D MINING''3'TI&3'iU'"?'fiil?OO'

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

In the Matter of the Request for Agency

Action by Utah Portland Quarries, Inc', for an

Extension of the Suspension Period under the

ApprovedNotice of Intention for the Little
Mountain Quarry Mining Operation in

Tooele CountY, Utah

Request for AgencY Action

DocketNo. ?QqA_ol-l

Cause No. IW045/005

utah Portland Quarries, Inc. ('utah Portland"), by and through its attorneys'

parsons Behle & Latimer, hereby petitions the Utah Board of Oil' Gas & Mining

(..Board,,) for approval 0f an extension of the suspension period under the approved

Notice of Intention for the Little Mountain Quarry mining operation in Tooele

county, utah (Reclamation Permit No. 1w045/005). This petition is made pursuant to

Sections 40_g_r6(2)(c) and 4o_g_2L of the utah code and at the direction of the

Division of Oil, Gas and Mining'

STATEMENT OF MATERIAL FACTS

1. on August 30, 1985, Utah Portland received final approval from the

Division of Oil, Gas and Mining ("Division") of its Notice of Intention to Commence

LargeMining operations and Mining and Reclamation Plan ('Notice of lntention" or

..Permit") and its Reclamation Surety for the Little Mountain Quarry ("Little

STATE OF UTAH
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Mountain Quarry" or "Quarry"). Copies of these documents are attached'l See

Exhibit 1 (Division Approval Letter, Request for concurrence and Executive

summary) and Exhibit 2 (Notice of Intention and Reclamation Plan)'

2. The approved Notice of Intention, designated lvf/045/005 by the

Division, authorized the disturbance of 20.4 actes of land at the Little Mountain

Quarry for a surface mining operation for limestone and shale' See Exhibit 1'

Executive Summary. The approved Reclamation Surety for the Quarry was in the

amount of 547,526. See Exhibit 1, Executive Summary'

3. on Febru ary 28, lggl, the Board approved a replacement Reclamation

Surety and Reclamation contract submitted by utah Portland' The Surety was in the

form of a bond issued by National union Fire Insurance company in the amount of

$56,200, which included a five-year escalation adjustment through the year 1996' A

copy of the approval letter, dated March 25,lggl, is attached as Exhibit 3'

4. The Little Mountain Quarry is located in the eastern foothills of the

Stansbury Mountains in Tooele County, utah, about 7 miles south of I-80 and about 4

miles northwest of Grantsville. A map showing the approximate location of the

Quarry is included as Exhibit 4'

, The Exhibits are provided in an accompanying pleading titled "Petitioner's Exhibis in support of Request for

Agency Action."
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5.FollowingDivisionapprovalofitsNoticeoflntentioninAugust1985,

utah Portland mined limestone and shale from the Quarry for use in utah Portland's

cement plant located in Salt Lake city, utah. The limestone has a high calcium

content as required for cement manufacture. The shale contains aluminum and other

metals and minerals in quantities that make it useful and valuable for the

manufacturing of cement. See Affidavit of Harry M. Philip ("Philip Aff'")' fl 9' A

copy of the Affidavit is attached as Exhibit 5'

6. In the spring of 1988, Utah Portland suspended mining operations at the

Little Mountain euarry due to a number of business factors, including furancial

diffrculties at utah portland and its parent company, Lone star Industries, Inc' ("Lone

Star"). These financial difficulties resulted, in part, from significant costs incuned by

Lone Star for the cleanup of cement kiln dust which had been historically disposed by

Utah Portland prior to Lone Star's acquisition of that company' Exhibit 5' Philip Aff'

fl 11.

7. These financial difficulties drove Lone star into bankruptcy proceedings

and continued until lggl,when Lone Star emerged from chapter 11 reorganization'

Exhibit 5, philip Aff. 1l 12. In connection with the resulting restructuring and

downsizing, Lone Star's main office was moved from Stamford' Connecticut' to

Indianapolis, lndiana, and many of Lone Star's employees left the company' including

the employee with primary responsibility for the Little Mountain Quarry' During this

487006.1
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same time many of the files relating to the Quarry were also lost. In effect, during this

time of furancial diffrculty and reorganization Lone Star lost track of the permitting

status of the Little Mountain Quarry. Exhibit 5, Philip Aff. fl 12.

8. By letter dated April 3,2001, the Division notified Lone star that the

Division had reviewed the status of the Little Mountain Quarry and had determined

the Quarry had been inactive since approximately 1988. citing Division regulation

R647-4-117.4, theDivision requested that Lone star respond with an explanation of

why the Quarry should not be reclaimed, and informed Lone star that if it chose to

extend the Permit it would need to increase the amount of the bonds consistent with

the Division's policy for escalating bond amounts to keep up with inflation' A copy

of the April 3'd letter is attached as Exhibit 6'

g. By letter dated May 14, 2001, Lone Star acknowledged receipt of the

Division,s Aprit 3'd retter and informed the Division that Lone Star would institute an

internal review of the Quarry's status so that it could respond to the Division's

request. A copy of the May 14th letter is attached as Exhibit 7.

10. By letter dated July 6, 2001, Lone Star informed the Division that it had

been unable to locate the permit files for Little Mountain Quarry, which prevented

Lone star from providing an informed response to the Division's requests, and Lone

Star asked for a full copy of the Division's permit file. A copy of the July 6th letter is

attached as Exhibit 8.

487006.1
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11. Following receipt and review of a copy of the Division's permit file'

Lone Star retained a local attorney who, following phone conversations with Division

staff, wrote a letter to the Division, dated October 30, 2001, informing the Division

that Lone Star did desire to extend the Permit for the Quarry in suspended status' This

retter also requested a meeting and site visit with Division staff as a first step in the

process of updating the reclamation bonds and extending the Permit, and informed the

Division that Lone Star would be retaining a local reclamation consultant to review

the Reclamation Plan and cost estimate for the Quarry' A copy of the october 30'

2001 letter is attached as Exhibit 9'

lz. Lone Star and the Division then scheduled a site visit and meeting in late

fall of 2001, but that appointment was postponed by mutual agreement due to the

onset of winter conditions. see March L8,2}021etter from Harry Philip' Lone Star

Vice president to Wayne Hedberg, Division Permit Supervisor, a copy of which is

attached as Exhibit 10.

13. In the meantime, Lone Star retained a local engineering and

environmental consulting firm which reviewed the reclamation plan and cost estimate

for the Quarry and prepared a revised and updated cost estimate, dated March 7 '2002'

By letter dated March 18,20l2,Lone Star provided this estimate to the Division for

review. See Exhibit 10 (attaching letter from JBR E'nvironmental)'

487006.1
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14. The March 18th Lone Star letter also documented the course of recent

dealings between Lone Star and the Division and explained that Lone Star sought to

extend the permit for the Littte Mountain Quarry because it hoped to reactivate the

Quarry within the next five years, either in connection with a new cement plant or in a

potential mining joint venture with another party. Exhibit 10 at pgs' 3-4'

15. On March 27,Z111,Division reclamation specialists and representatives

of Lone Star and utah Portland conducted a site visit and meeting at the Little

Mountain Quarry, which was documented by Division staff in an April 3 ' 2002

Memorandum. A copy of the April 3'd Memorandum is attached as Exhibit 11'

16. As documented in the April 3'd Memorandum, the Division's

reclamation specialists concluded that Quarry was "very stable with no slope stability

or erosion problems," that "much of the disturbed areas at both sites have become

naturally revegetated,, and that ..alrowing these sites to remain for an additional five-

year period should not result in any significant onsite or offsite environmental impacts

or public health and safety concerns to the surroundin g atea." Exhibit Ll atpg' 2'

L7. The Division's April 3'd Memorandum also included a review of Lone

Star,s updated recramation cost estimate and a revised cost estimate by the Division'

The Division's revised estimate, attached in spreadsheet form to the Memorandum'

was $69,800 including a five year escalation factor. See Exhibit 11'

6
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ls.onJune4,zxlz,Divisionreclamationspecialistsconductedanother

inspection of the Little Mountain Quarry, which is documented in a June ll' 2002

Memorandum. A copy of the June 1lth Memorandum is attached as Exhibit 12'

19. According to the Division's June llth Memorandum, the purpose of this

site visit was to ..ascertain the overall site stability and to assess reclamation bond

adequacy,, at Little Mountain Quarry and at another Lone StarAJtah Portland property'

The Division's reclamation specialists concluded that "the sites do not present any

environmental problems due to off-site contamination. The natural limestone bedding

plane has been utilized to form the highwails at both sites, therefore the highwalls are

very stable. Both sites appear to have self-revegetated and there were not any signs of

erosion at either site." Exhibit 12'

20. The Division's June 1lth Memorandum further stated that the 'bonds for

each site were recently escalated to the year 2007. The ' ' ' Little Mountain bond was

calculated at $69,900. The writer has reviewed the reclamation plans for each site and

feers the bonds, as presently carculated, win be sufficient to reclaim each area. This is

mainly due to the fact that much of the disturbed areas at each site has self revegetated

with volunteer growth. Therefore, any attempt to reclaim some areas will result in

destroying more vegetation than the Division would require for vegetation release."

Exhibit 12.

7
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ZL. The June llth Memorandum further states that "A GPS survey was

completed at both sites to document the disturbed acre footprint at each site. . - . The

Little Mountain Quarry survey showed a disturbance of 23.29 acres; this site is

permitted to disturb an area of 20 acres. . . . Because both sites are presently out of

compliance, it is recommended that Lone Star (1) amend the present permits to

include the additional acreage indicated by the GPS survey; and (2) update the

existing bonds to the escalated amount, before the Division supports Lone Star's

application to extend the period of suspension for these two mines." Exhibit 12.

ZZ. By letter dated June 24,2002, the Division directed that Lone Star should

(1) submit a Formal Request for Agency Action seeking a permit extension from the

Board of Oi1, Gas and Mining; and (2) provide the Division with an updated bond in

the amount of $69,800. A copy of the lune24,2002letter is attached as Exhibit 13.

23. By letter dated August 8,2002,pursuant to the Division's earlier request,

Utah Portland sought approval of an insignificant amendment to the Notice of

Intention for the Little Mountain Quarry to conform the amount of disturbed acreage

permitted under the Notice of Intentio n (20.4 acres), to the amount of acreage that had

actually been disturbed at the Quarry Q3.29 acres) as determined by the Division

based on its June 4, 2002 GPS survey. A copy of the request letter is attached as

Exhibit 14.

8487006.1
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24. By letter dated August 13,2002, the Division approved utah Portland's

August 8th amendment request for the Little Mountain Quarry Notice of Intention' A

copy of the approval letter is affached as Exhibit 15'

25. By letter dated August 2l,2002,utah Portland submitted to the Division

a Replacement surety, in the form of a bond issued by SAFECO Insurance company

in the amount of $69,800, along with a new Reclamation Contract' for the Little

Mountain Quarry. A copy of the August 21't letter is attached as Exhibit 16'

26. By letter dated September !0,2002,the Division approved and accepted

the Replacement surety and Reclamation contract submitted by utah Portland for the

Little Mountain Quarry. A copy of the September 10th letter, including a copy of the

approved Replacement Surety and Reclamation contract, is attached as Exhibit 17'

27. Lone Star, utah portland's parent company, is headquartered in

Indianapolis, Indiana. Lone Star currently owns and operates' through various

subsidiaries, fle cement plants and associated quarries in the Midwest and the

Southwest and a slag-grinding and storage facility in New Orleans' It also holds a

25yo interest in a cement plant in Kentucky. To distribute its products, Lone star

operates 16 distribution terminals and fleets of river barges and rail cars' The

company's customers include ready-mix and pre-stressed concrete makers and

highway builders. Exhibit 5, Philip Aff' fl 4'

9
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28. Lone star and utah Portland seek extension of the Little Mountain

Quarry Permit, in continued suspended status, because they hope to reactivate mining

operations at the Quarry within the next several years' in connection with either a new

cement plant or with an aggregate or similar building material mining operation' The

cement plant would be owned and operated by utah Portland and would use material

mined from the Quarry as raw material for the cement. While construction of such a

plant is subject to a strengthening of the economy and other contingent business

factors, Lone Star remains interested in reestablishing an active presence in the

cement business in utah and the Intermountain west. Exhibit 5, Philip Aff' flfl l6-t7 '

zg. Lone Star is also interested in potential joint ventures or leases with local

aggregate, sand and gravel, brick or other similar companies to mine overburden or

other material at the Little Mountain Quarry that is not suitable for cement

manufacture, which would expose the limestone and other cement-grade materials for

future mining by Lone Star. While negotiations for such a venture at another nearby

Lone Star quarry (Quarry Antone) with a local brick company recently fell through'

Lone Star continues to look for opportunities in this regard' which also could result in

reopening the mine in the near to mid term. Exhibit 5, Philip Aff' fl 18'

REQUEST

30. Lone Star and utah Portland request that the Board issue an order which

allows the approved Notice of Intention for the Little Mountain Quarry to remain in

t0



l1

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

suspended status, without requiring reclamation of the site, for a period of five years'

The order would further provide that if the Quarry has not reopened by the end of this

five year period, the Division would reassess the condition of the site and Utah

Portland/Lone Star',s plans for the Quarry's operation and make a determination

regarding reclamation of the Quarry. If at that time the Division determines that the

Quarry should be reclaimed, utah Portlandllone star will perform such reclamation

unless it appeals to the Board within thify days of the Division's determination' in

which case the Board will make the ultimate determination on reclamation'

31. The requested course of action makes practical sense' and therefore

should be granted by the Board, for at least the following reasons'

a. First, the Quarry site is environmentally stable and does not

present public health or safety issues, as confirmed by Division reclamation specialists

based on two recent site inspections. See qgp14 'lTll 15 - 20. Those specialists

concluded that ..allowing these sites to remain for an additional five-year period

should not result in any significant onsite or offsite environmental impacts or public

health and safety concerns to the surroundingarea." Sgprafl 16 & Exhibit 11'

b. Second, the site is fully bonded to the satisfaction of the Division,

in the form of a recently approved reclamation surety escalated for the five year

period ending in2007. See supra n26 & Exhibit 17'
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c.Third,LonestarhopestoreopentheQuarryduringthenext

several years, and requiring reclamation of the site now could result in the needless

expenditure of significant sums of money, possibly in excess of $100,000' See supra

111128 -29 &Exhibit 5.

32. The requested course of action is also within the Board's and the

Division's legal discretion under the Utah Mined Land Reclamation Act' As

explained below, nothing in the Act requires either the Board or the Division to

require reclamation of a mine that has been inactive for an extended period of time'

To the contrary, the Act provides the Board and the Division broad leeway in dealing

with such situations, including allowing extended periods of suspension like the one

currently berng requested by Utah Portland'

a. Section 40-g-Zl of the Act provides that for operations that could

be in suspended status in excess of two years or five years' the operator shall furnish

the Division with such information as "it may require in order to evaluate the status of

the mining operation, performance under the reclamation plan, and the probable future

status of the mineral deposit and condition of the rand affected, and the Division shall

.,cause an inspection to be made of the property and take whatever action may be

appropriate in furtherQnce of the purposes of this chapter'" utah code Ann' $ 40-8-

21 (emphasis added). The self-described purpose of the chapter "is to provide that

from the effective date of the act, except as otherwise provided in the act, all mining

487006.1
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in the state shall include plans for reclamation of the land affected." See Utah code

Ann. $ 40-8-3.

b. As explained above, for the Little Mountain Quarry utah Portland

and Lone Star have provided the Division with the information contemplated by

Section 40-8-2I and the Division has inspected the property and reviewed the

reclamation plan. Based on that information and the inspections, the Division

requested an updated reclamation cost estimate and an increased reclamation bond'

which Lone star provided and the Division approved. The Division also concluded

. that the site is environmentalry stable and does not present public health or safety

issues, and that ..allowing these sites to remain for an additional five-year period

should not result in any significant onsite or offsite environmental impacts or public

health and safety concerns to the surroundingatea." Exhibit ll atpg'2'

c. Thus, pursuant to section 40-8-21 of the Act, the Division and

Board have discretion to grant utah portland and Lone star their requested course of

action - a continuation of suspended status for an additional period during which

Lone Star hopes to reopen the mine. Nor is there any practical or regal reason not to

grant the requested extension.

d. Section 40-8-16 (1) of the Act provides that "an approved notice

of intention . . . remains valid for the life of mining operations, as stated in it, unless

the board withdraws the approval as provided in Subsection (2)'" Subsection 2

487006.1
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provides that "[a]pproval maybe withdrawn in the event that mining operattons are

continuously shut down for a period in excess of five years' unless the extended

period is accepted upon application by the operator." Utah Code Ann' $ 40-8-16 (2)

(emphasis added.) Again, this section of the Act does not require reclamation of a

mine site in the event of an extended shutdown tike the one at Little Mountain Quarry,

but rather provides the Board and Division with crear discretion to grant utah

Portland's request for an additional five year suspension period' followed by a

reassessment if the Quarry has not been reopened by the end of that period'

e. The Division's regulations also provide the discretion to approve

the requested course of action. The pertinent regulation, i'e', the regulation which was

in effect at the time the Division approved Utah Portland's Notice of Intention" was

taken verbatim from the section 40-8-21 of the Act. Like the Act, that regulation

provides that when an extended period of suspension is expected, and following an

, It is ttre position of utah portland and Lone star that the suspension regulation in effect aJ 
Jhe 

time the Notice of

Intention was approved, not the current ,,,tp""tio" t"gulations, apptJs to Little Mountain Quarry due to the

grandfathering piovision of the Utah Mined Land Reclamation Act:

No rule established by the board with respect to mined land reclamation shall have retroactive

effect on existing reclamation plans included as part of an approve-d nolT of. intention to

commence t"i"i"g operations which was approved prior to the effective date of the rule'

U.C.A. Section 40-8-7(2). The current version of the rule regarding suspension-of operations' Utah Admin' Code

R647-4-ll7 (which was numbered R613-004 u"J ttuJo"p-ni.nt oi,tdrninistrative Rules control Number 9582 at

the time of its adoption, and was subsequently t"Aoig*,ia asR613-4-117 and finally as R647-4-117)' was adopted

effective December l, 19gg, more than tr,t." v"*r-"uiirr utah Portland's Notice of Intention was granted for the

Little Mountain Quarry. Copies of the relevan, p"g"t 
"f 

A. Utah State Bulletin documenting the rule's December 1'

lggg adoption are attachedls Exhibit 19. By'iniluding an argument in this Request for Agency Action that the

Board could grant the requested extension under the 
".,ri"rrt 

regulation (R:647-4-ll7), Utul Portland and Lone Star

do not waive their right to argue, in this or ";y 
t;Gq"tnt p'roceeding in any forunL the inapplicability of that

regulation or the inconsistency of that regulation with the Act'

487006.1
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information request and site inspection by the Division, the Division can "take

whatever action may be appropriate in furtherance of the purposes of this Act," which

would include approval of the current extension request' See Utah Admin' Code

R613-1M -7 (rgg7-19gg version of the utah Administrative code). A copy of the

relevant version of the regulations is attached as Exhibit 18.

f.EvenifitisassumedthatDivision'scurrentsuspensionregulation

applies, despite the provision of the Act which grandfathers approved mining

operations against after-adopted regulations (see footnote 2), the current regulation

also provides the Board with discretion to approve utah Portland's requested

extension. Subsections R647 -4-rr7 .r - r1,7 .3 0f the current suspension regulation are

essentially equivalent to the suspension regulation that was in effect at the time utah

Portland,s Notice of Intention was granted in 1985 (R613-1M-7, see Exhibit 18)' The

current regulation includes an additional subsection, added in 1988, which provides as

follows:

Large mining operations that have been approved for an

otJ"a"a ,rrtf.tttion period will be reevaluated on a regular

basis. Additional interim reclamation or stabilization

measures may be required in order for a large mining

operation tg remain in a continued state of suspension'

Reclamation of a large mining operation may be required

after five (5) years olcontinued suspension' The Division

will require complete reclamation of the mine site when the

,.rrp.rrrion period exceeds 10 years, unless the operator

appealstotheBoardpriortotheexpirationofthel0-year
piit"A and shows good cause for a longer suspension

487006.1
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Period.

utah Admin. code R647-4-1r7.4 (2002). Under this subsection, the Board has the

discretion to approve a suspension period longer than 10 years upon application by the

operator and upon good cause shown'

g. For the same reasons explained above (i.e., safe and environmentally

stable site, adequate surety in place, operator has emerged from bankruptcy as a

substantial and reputable company with hopes of reopening the Quarry)' the Board

can and should grant the request by Utah Portland and Lone Star to extend the

suspension period for the Little Mountain Quarry for an additional five years' even

assuming arguendothat the Division's current suspension regulation applies'

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

Utah Portland respectfully prays for the following relief:

1. Entry of an order granting utah Portland a five year extension of the

suspenslon penod for the Little Mountain Quarry under Notice of Intention lw45l005'

subject to the condition that if the mine is not reopened by the end of that period the

Division will reassess the Quarry's status and make a determination on reclamation,

subject to the right of utah portrand to appeal the Division's determination to the

Board within 30 daYs.

2. Such other relief as the Board deems appropriate and just'

I6
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Respecttully submitted this ld duy o&FLsl*^- '2002'

PARSONS BEHLE & LATIMER

Address of Petitioner:
Utah Portland Quarries, Inc'
10401 N. Meridian St., Suite 400

Indianapolis, IN 46290

Address of Petitioner's Attornev

Parsons Behle & Latimer
20lSouthMain Street, Suite 1800

Salt Lake City, UT 84111

Michaet \r.f Malmquistf
AttorneyYor UtahPortland Quanies, tnc' &
Lone Star Industries, Inc'

487006.1
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on this 10th day of September ,2002,I caused to be hand delivered a

true and correct copy of the foregoing REQUEST FOR AGENCY ACTION (1W045/005)' to:

D. WaYne Hedberg
Permit SuPervisor
Mineral Re gulatory Pro gram

Division of Oil, Gas and Mining
1594 West North TemPle, Suite 1210

P. O. Box 145801

Salt Lake CitY, Utah 84114-5801

Kurt E. Seel, Esq.

Assistant AttorneY General

160 East 300 South, 5'Floor
P. O. Box 140815

Salt Lake CitY, Utah 84114-0815

Attorney for the Board of Oil, Gas & Mining

Steven F. Alder, Esq.

Assistant AttorneY General
1594 West North TemPle, Suite 300

Salt Lake city, utah 84116

Attorney for the Division of Oil, Gas & Mining

487076.1
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In the Matter of the Request for Agency

Action by Utah Portland Quarries, Inc', for an

Extension of the Suspension Period under the

ApprovedNotice of Intention for the Little
Mountain Quarry Mining Operation in
Tooele CountY, Utah

Petitioner's Exhibits in Support of
Request for AgencY Action

DocketNo. Qo92:Pt-l

Cause No. IW045/005

Pursuant to utah Administrative code Rules R641-105-500 and 600, Petitioner

utah portland euarries, Inc. (..utah portland") hereby submits the following exhibits

in support of its Request for Agency Action in this matter:

Exhibit 1 - Division Approval Letter, Request for concurrence and

Executive St*uty for Notice of Intention lv{/045/005

(Aug.30, 1985).

Exhibit 2 - ApprovedNotice of Intention Iw045/005.

Exhibit 3 - Leffer from Lowell P. Braxton, Division of oil, Gas and

MiningtoMr.AshbyDecker,Long-StarAJtahPortland
quan[s, Inc., dated March 25, 199!' apprwing Utah

Portlandis Replacement Bond and Reclamation Contract'

Exhibit 4 - Quarry Location MaP'

Exhibit 5 - Affidavit of Harry M. Philip'

Exhibit 6 - Letter from D. Wayne Hedberg, Division of oil, Gas and

Mining to Mr. Vincent smith, Lone star Industries, Inc',

dated"April3,z}}|,notiffingLonestarofthestatusof
Little Mountain Quarry'

STATE OF UTAH
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Exhibit 7 - Letter from Gregory J. Morical, Lone Star Industries, Inc'

toMr.D.wuv".-Hedberg,Divisionofoil,Gasand
Mining, dated May 14, 200I, informing the Division of

review of the Quarry.

Exhibit 8 - Letter from Gregory J. Morical, Lone Star Industries, Inc'

toMr.D.WayneHedberg,DivisionofOil'Gasand
Mining, dated luly 6, 2001, informing Division of inability

to locate permit files for the Quarry'

Exhibit 9 - Letter from Michael J. Malmquist, Parsons Behle &
Latimer to D. Wayne Hedberg, Division of oil, Gas and

Mining, dated Ociober 30, 2001, informing Division that

Lone Star desired to extend the Permit for the Quarry.

Exhibit 10 - Letter from Harry M. Philip, Lone Star Industries, Inc' to

Mr. D. Wayne Hldberg, Division of Oil, Gas and Mining'

dated March 1'8,2}}z,scheduling a site visit'

Exhibit L1 - Memorandum from Doug Jensen, Division of Oil, Gas and

Mining dated April 3, 2002 to Minerals File discussing

Quarry conditions.

Exhibit 12 - Memorandum from Doug Jensen and Paul Baker, Division

of oil, Gas and Mining dated June L|,2002 to Minerals

File discussing Quarry inspection'

Exhibit 13 - Letter from D. Wayne Hedberg, Division of Oil, Gas and

Mining to Mr. Harry Phillip, Lone star Industries, Inc.,

dated 
-June 24, 200z notiffing Lone star to submit a

Formal Request and provide the Division with an updated

bond.

Exhibit 14 - Letter from Gregory J. Morical, Lone Star Indusfries, Inc'

to Mr. D. Wayne Hedberg, Division of Oil' Gas and

Mining, dated August 8, 2002, requesting a permit

amendment.

24870 I 5. I
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Exhibit 15 - Letter from D. Wayne Hedberg, Division of oil, Gas and

MiningtoMr.GregoryJ.Morical,Lonestarlndustries,
Inc., iated August-L3, 2002. approving utah Portland's

Permit amendment request'

Exhibit 16 - Letter from Michael J. Malmquist, Parsons Behle &

LatimertoD.WayneHedberg,datedAugust2l,,2002,
submitting Replacement Surety (bond) and new

Reclamation Contract'

Exhibit 17 - Letter from D. wayne Hedberg dated Septembet 10,-2002

toGregoryMoricalApprovingNewReclamationSurety
and New Reclamation Contract for the Quarry'

Exhibit 18 - Excerpts from utah Administrative code 1987-1988 -
Vol. 3.

Exhibit L9 - Excerpts from utah State Bulletin documenting December

1, 1988 adoption of suspension regulation'

Respecttully submitted this llhut "r &b.!eg,2002'
PARSONS BEHLE & LATIMER

Address of Petitioner:
Utah Portland Quarries, Inc.

10401 N. Meridian St., Suite 400

Indianapolis, IN 46290

Address of Petitioner's Attorney
Parsons Behle & Latimer
201South Main Street, Suite 1800

Salt Lake City, UT 84111

I

Utah Portland Quarries, Inc. &
Lone Star Industries, Inc.

487015.1
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

IherebycertifythatonthislOthdayofseptember,20o2,Icausedtobehanddelivereda

true and correct copy of the foregoing PETITIONERTS EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF

RJQUEST FOR AGENCY ACTTON (1w045/005), to:

D. WaYne Hedberg
Permit SuPervisor
Mineral RegulatorY Pro gram

Division of Oil, Gas and Mining
1594 West North TemPle, Suite 1210

P. O. Box 145801

Salt Lake CitY, Utah 84114-5801

Kurt E. Seel

Assistant AttomeY General

160 East 300 South, 5tn Floor

P. O. Box 140815

Salt Lake city, uT 84114-0815

Attorney for the Board of Oil, Gas & Mining

Steven F. Alder, Esq.

Assistant AttorneY General

1594 West North TemPle, Suite 300

Salt Lake CitY, UT 84116

Attomey for ihe Division of Oil, Gas & Mining

487076.1
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STAIE OF UIAH
NATURAL RESOURCES
Oil, Gos & t\4ining

355 W North iemple.3 Triod Center. Suite 350.Solt Loke Cify. UI 84180-1203'801-538 5340

August 3O, I9B5

Mr. Ecjwin S. GaIlacher, President
Portland Cement ComPanY of Utah
P. 0. Box 1469
Salt Lake CitY, Utah B4II0

Dear

RE:

Mr. GaIIacher:

Final Pe rmit rOVAI Portland Cement Com an of Utah

itt e Mountain ne ACT/O45/O TooeIe Coun t ct

SincereIY t

ful/4^'p

Normon H. Bongerter. Go,vernor
Dee C. Honsen, Execulrve Drrector

Dicnne R. Nielson. Ph.D . Division Direcior

0n August 2?, 1985, ?n Executive Summery-9f lhu Little
Mountain Mj-ne was presented to the Boar-d of oiL' Gas and

Mining, wherein th'e Board aff irmeO the bond amount (copy of
bond encl-osed) and the Divisionrs issuance of final approval
for this mining and reclamation plan'

Therefore, the Division hereby issues final approval of
the Little l,tountain Mine Mining anb Reclamation Plan' The

Division extends its best wish6s for a successful minl-ng

ope ra tion

Lowell P. Braxton
Administrator
Mineral Resource DeveloPment
ano Reclamation Program

btb
Enclo sure
0168R-16

n. o.)( rot ar]narlt lnitv emolovel
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SIATE OF UIAH
NATURAL RESOURCES
Oil. Gos & Mining

3SS \J. f.!or1-r '?i-npte . 3 iriod Center ' Suiie 350 ' Solt Loke Cit'y, UI 8d180-1203 ' 801-538-5340

August 6, 1985

Normon H Bongerter. Governor
Dee C. Honsen. Executive Director

Dionne R. Nietson. Ph.D.. Division Director

TO:

THRU:

FROM:

RE:

Board of 0i1, Gas and Mining

LoweIl P. Braxton, Administrator, Mineral Resource
Development and Reclamatj-on Program

V'ionn J. Whitehead, Permit Supervisor/Reclamation
/ Hydrologist

,i'19

Executive Summary, Portland Cement Com anv of Utah
e Mountain Limestone arrv. Ac /oo5 ooele

Countv. Utah

Attached for your information is an Executive summary

for Portland cement company t s Little Mountain Limestone
Quarry. Pub1ic notice has- been given and the 71-day public
comment perioo has exPired. '

The Division recommends that the Board concur with the
proposed $47, 526.AO surety.

btb
Attachmen t s
0425R-1

on eouol cocoffunllv emplovet



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Mine Name: Little Mountail Quarry
Operator: Lone Star Industrr9s-

Aba PorlItnd Cemen!-ag:t- gl-qlsh

Telephone:
Contact Person: Tom Saunders

I. D. No.: ACT/OA5/OO5
County: Tooele
New/Existing: Existing
Mineral 0wn6rsh@
Surface 0rvnership: Portland Cernent

Lease No. (s): NA

Life of Mine: f0 Years
Ggir-o"i""ipti

Permit Term: IlQlears
2South, Ranqe@

Countv, Utah
Min-eralCilto be Mined: Li
Mining Methods: Surface Mi

20.4 acres
Present Land Use:
Postmining Land Use: Graz
Vari.ances from Reclamation Stanoa (5) Hishwalls; M-10

(7) Roads ; M-10(121-le!999!3tion

pH: 7.9-9
SpeciETTano.[ing Problems: Ngne

Geology DescriPtion: Mj.ssi

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

HvdrologY:
Grouiilater oescription: Ground water rtect at 400 foot
abovethisdeplh. _.. -. . .

Surface Water O

Ecoloqy:
vug"ffirype(s)1 Dominant Species: Bluebunch wheatgrass. Indian ricegrass.
Wvoming big sagebrush
Percent Surlound
Wildlife Concerns: None

Surface Facilities: Limestone s Ies,conveyor, off
build
[in-Ing -and Reclamation PIan Summary: Attached

Surety:
nmoun
Fnrm: Coroorate SuretY

o425R-2
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During 0perations:

1. Limestone is drilled and blasted. Rock is hauled byfront-end loader to a crushing system and stockpiledby conveyor. Front-end roader rilts trucks with thecrushed Iimestone for transport.
2. site facilities will incLude mining machinery, crushedlimestone stockpire, overburden waite piJ-e, conveyor,office and storage buildings and access roios.
J. In the first phase, 25Or000 tons per year (tpy) ofcrushed limestone and 75r000 tpy of shale wirl beopen-pit minect (I995-1997). In-the second phase,,50,000 tpy of limestone and 150,000 tpy of share wirlbe open-pit mined

4 - LittLe Mountain Quarry operation will_ save and storetopsoil for use in reclamation. Runoff from disturbedareas is contained in a sediment contror system.

Following Operations:

1. The site will be reclaimed by regrading, topsoilredistribution, preparing a ieed-bed ano seeding.
2- Highwarls and the main access road will be left inp1ace.

o425R-7
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CFIZM
IIHILL

enSlneers
planners.
economlSts
scientists

August 2, 1984

818143.A0

State of Utah
Department of Natural Resources

and Energy
Division of Oil, Gas and Mining
424L State Office Building
SaIt Lake City, Utah 84114

Attention: t"lary Boucek, Permit Supervisor

RE: t"lining and Reclamation Permit Application

€v
Qru., ",p.y)

RECEIVED

AUG 2 ls84

DtvlsloN oF olL
GAS & MTNING

Attached are two Ql copies of your Form MR-1, Notice _of
Intention to Commence Mining Operations and Mining_and Recla-
mation plan, which is being-sulmitted for the Little Mountain
Limestone Quarry in Tooele County. Utah.

The permit was compiled by cH2M HILL in conjuction with and
as airthorized by U-tah Porlland Quarries, Inc. of Salt Lake
City, Utah.

As requested, a copy of the application is also being for-
warded to the rooele Courfty Planning Commission'

Should you have any questions or need additional information,
please notify me or Mr. Bill Bluck-

M,
Mine

Tom Saunders,
Joe Urbanik,

Iogist
UPQI

Tooele CountY
cc:

sl,c19 / 0 4

Utrh Aree Office
187 Wright Brothers Drive, P.O. 8ox 22(X5, Salt Lake City, Utah E4122

L. Whiting
Development

801/539-0070
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DiVrStutv t-,r OIL
GAS & MINING

February 1, 1.985

818143.A0

State of tltah
Department of t{atural Resources
and Energy

Division of Oil, Gas and Mining
424I State Office Building
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114

Attention: llary Boucek, Permit Supervisor

Subject: Resubmittal- - ttining and Reclamation Permit App!-i-
cation, Little Mountain Quarry, Tooele County,
Utah

Attached are two (21 copies of your Form l'1R-1, Notice of
Intention to Comrnence Mining Operations and Mining and Rec-
lamation Plan, which is being resubmitted for the Little
Mountain Limestone Quarry operated by the Portland Cement
Companv oi-Otah in Tooele County, Utah.

The permit includes those th.r,g"o resulting from your review
comme.nts (Exhibit F) on the initial permit application sub-
rnitted August 2, 1984. C\anges are also. incorporated from
on-site discussions with members of your staff, llessers
l{unson and Cox on December 13, 1984. AIso, attached to the
applicat-ion is our written response to the cornments fronn the
DOGI'i staf f revierv dated August 28, 1984 shown as Exhibit Fl-

The permit was revised by CH2lt HILL in conjunction with, and
as authorized by, Portland Cement Companl' of Utah.

A copl' of the permit application is also beinq sent to the
TooeIe County Planning Commission as previously instructed.

CHZM HiLL tNC. , tnterft:ot;l':,toin fAegbn hise: 7@ Clqnrcltq Ln- P.O. bx 8748. 8rise lD 83707 m.U5.5310
So/l toke Aty: 187 wright 8@thers A- P.O. bx 2fr45. N1.5f9.@7O

Ht Loke City. Uto|184122
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State of Utah
Department of Natural Resources

and Energy
Page 2
February 1, 1984
BlB143.A0

Should you have any questions
tion, please notifY me or l'1r.

or need additional- informa-
BilI Bluck.

--Dtl
1v
E lIane
tline

cc:

L. Whiting
Development Geo ist

Tom Saunders, PCCU
Joe Urbanik, Tooele CountY

sl,cl 3 / 03
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LIST OF MAPS AND EXHIBITS

Maps

1. Permit Area Location MaP
2. Detailed Site Location MaP
3. Little Mountain QuarrY Site

Cross Sections

(in packet)
Plan

A. Little l'tountain Quarrl' Site

Exhibits

A.
B.
c.
D.
E.
F.

Fl.
G.
H.

Memorandum From SoiI Conservation Service (L/L6/851
UBTL Analytical Report-Soil Analysis (6 /L2/B4l
Soil Sampling Logs
UBTL Analytical Report-EP Toxicity Test ft/22/851
Variance Justifications
DOGI'I Memorandum-Comment s

(8.2. Bs)
Pcc/CH2M HILL Memorandum
Sediment Pond Design
Table 1 - Estimated Costs

to Initial Permit APPlication

Response to DOGM Comments (B/84)

for Reclamation Schedule

I
sr,cl9 /I0

sLC19 /70
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FORM l,(R-I
(P.evised MaY l9B2)

STATE OF IT|AT{

DPARIMniT OF MTURAL RESOIJRCES AND ENERGY

DTVISION OF OIL, GAS A}ID MINING
4241 Scate office Building
salc take cicy, utah B4lL4
Telephone: (B0t) 533-577L

NOTICE OF INTEITION TO CC}OIE}CE MINI}IG OPEMTIOIIS
and

MINII{G A}ID RECTJMATION PLAN

Based on Pcovisiocrs of che Mined Land ReclanraCion Act, Ticle 40-B, Utah

Coae nnnocaaed 1953, General Rr.rles and Regulacioos and Rules of Praccice and

Procedures, By Ocder of the Board of OiI, C'as and Mining'

Mine lbne: Little l{ou4!4an--Seglry Mine PLan DaEe:

Date Received:

February 1, 1985

File lb. : fC-Tl o4s / oos
Star Industries, Inc. d.b.a.

lahd cement co. of Utah DOO1 Lead Reviewer:

Mineral(s) to be Mined: Lirnestone and Shale

please.acEach oCher sheecs as needed and include cEoss-reference Page
nrsbers when used.

I. lhe of Appligrit''or coopany: . Porttand.cement co' of utah

OorporaEion Q() Parcnership ( ) _Individual ( ) !

2. dddress: Permanenc: p.o. eo" lqog
Sa

Tenporary:

3. Cmpany Represeocative: NAne: Tom Saunders
Title: Plant Manaqer

Address: P.o. Box 1469 src, ur 84110 Phone: (8or) 229:-ae9l

4. Iocacioo of Operation: OounCy(ies)
Range (s ) :Tmmship(s):

Tosnship(s):
Tbcnship(s):

5. &mer(s) of record of che surface
Portland Cement Co. of Utah

t\arne:
- tlae:

thme:
tlame:

Tooele

Seccion(s):
Seccion(s):

Range (s ) :
Range (s) :

area wiChin

Address:
Address:
Address:
Address:

the Land ro be affecced:

P.O. Box L469, Src. UT 84I1O



I
FOR}! MR-I

I Page 2

I 6. G.rner(s) of record o[ the minerals co be mined:

I 
l{ame:

Cement Co- of Utah MdreSS: P'O' Box 1469, SLC, UT B4IIO
' Address

Address
Mdress

Address:
Address:
Address:

I l. &roer(s) of recocd of all ocber minerals, including oil and gas, within
t any parc of the Land co be affected:

I ffi; =-None
llame:

I 8. flave the abover whY not?
oq,neEs been notified in writing? ( ) yes, ( ) Nc. If no,

N,/A

I
9. llave you or any other peEson, paEcnership or crcrporation associaced wich

r you received an approval of a l{rcice of IntenCion co Cmrnence }tining
I tberacions by che- 3uc" of Ucah for operaEions other Ehan describedr hirein? ( ) Yes.,.(>) lO. If yes, lisc all appcoval ntmbers oow under

-l suEecy: 
:

I
t

I
I

10. Source of Operacor's Legal righC to enter and conduct operatioos on the
I Land co be covered by chis tbtice:
I patented craims, olpha No'3 - sEt sEc'20

Lots I and 2 - Unt SEC .20

I r.ots 6 and 7 - 5! sEt sec.17
I rr. Give che names and unili.f;%Ja."35ar< 6Hte"3?i'f,?inctpar Execucive, office,

- Partner (or pecson perforrning a similar funccion) of Applicanc:

I btane Ticle Address
!

I A. E. S. callaqher __ operation's Mgr- -o- Box 1469, SI-C, UT B4llO
I B. E. Kaiser V.P. - Cement p-o B.x 1469 Sr,c. nr R4tle.

Operations, Pacific
Regrion

.c.
lD'
I
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FORH MR-I
Page 3 of L2

I Lz.

I
I
I

tlas che ApplicanE, any subsidiary or affiliqCs or any.Person, Parcnert!ip,
issociaCibn, trusC or corporation controlled by or under corrf,Dn cootrol
wirh the ApplicanC, or any peEson required Co be idencified by ICem ll
ever had "n'rpp.oual 

of a llrEice of Incencion to tYine or Explore wichdrawn

or has su1ecy relacing chereto ever been forfeited? ( ) Yes, (x) rc.

If yes, please exPlain:

for
for

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

please note: Section 40-8-B of che Act pcovides thac informacion relaCilg co

Ln" fo".cion, size or nacure of the deposic, aod marked confidenCial-by che-

op"rinforoution by che Board and che

Oivision and not be a naCter of public record in che absence o[ a wcicten
i"f"4. frco Cbe 0perator, or trnlil Che nining oper_ation has been terminaCed

as.provided in Sr:bieccion (2) of Section t+O4-2L of tbe Act. 'Ihis material
snolta be so marked and included on separace cross-referenced sheets.

13. All maps and plans prepared for suboiissioo shall be of adequate-scale and- detail'co shoir copolraitric feacures and clearly indicace Ehe follooring
details ! ***

A. tocation and delineation of the extent of'the land previously
affecCed, as well as the proposed surface disCucbance-

B. Existing ac[ive or inacCive,-trndergrotrnd or surface mined areas.
C. Botrndaries of surface properEies, including oc6ership.
D. lhes and locacions of : t!

(f) Lakes, rivers, streans, creeks and springs.
(2) Boads, highways and buildings-
(3) Accive or abandoned facilities-
iC) Tfansmission lines wichin 50O feec of che exterioc Limics of

land affected. (None)
(5) Gas and/or oil pipelines. (None)

(6) Sice elevation
E. Dcainage pacterns of land affecced:

(f) Overburden or eoPsoil removal and scorage areas'
(2) Areas suscePcible to erosion-
(3) t'htural eracereraYs
(q) Oonstructed drainages, diversions, berms and sediuent pords

(design calculations shall be included)- (None)
(5) Receiving wacers (State tbalch classification). (None)
(O) Direccioial floc.r of aLI surface waters '(indicated by arrows) -

F. Knoaro drill holes,.
(f) locatioo.
(2) Status-

*** (See Maps 1, 2, and 3

Refer to Exhibits A-H
permits application-

detailed locations and Cross Section A for quarry design'
details on other issues as referenced in the text of the



A.

B.
c.

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

(

I

15. Describe nining method co be eryloyed, including:

A. Mining sequence:
(1) t'{ap detineaEing Ehe yearly sequenEial discurbance (if surface

mine) and/or surficial distwbance.
(2) lhrraEive (including oo-sice processing or mineral Ereahoent):

f) See t[a9 2 Lirnestone is drilled,/blagted. Rock is hauled by front end loaler tg 2-stage
crushino swstem for reduction to -2rr dia. llateria,l ls stockPiled bl'conveyor
W"t"rspraVr are "s. 

rucks,
loaded bv front end loaders.
Produce about 25O,OOO tpy crushed limestone by ogen pit rnethods with nominal
a
P nominal
4

AtEach supplemenEal sheeEs and/or diagras as necessary with
cross reference to page nuurber here: tlap 2.

Associated on-siee processing facilities :

FORM la.-l
Page 4 oE L2

' (3) Depths and thicknesses of:*
a. I^/ater bearing strata.
b. Mineral deposics.
c. Toxic or potencially Eoxic materials. (None)

d. Surficial or plant supporting material (topsoil and
subsoil).

G. locaEions of disposal and sEockpile areas:
(1) Topsoil and subsoil storage areas.
(2) &erburden storage area.
(3) Waste, cailings, rejected naterials.
(4) Raw ore stockpile(s).
(5) Tailings-ponds and other sedirent conErol structures. (None)
(6) Discharge poinEs, water effluents (see #15[Dl). (uo.r.t

All maps should have a color code or other suitable legend used in
prEparation Eo clearly indicaEe surface features of the land affected. A
general reference map ccmpleted on a 7.5 Cl-:24,000) USC quadrangle sheeE is
recmended with additional large scale maps incL-rded for pracEical delineation
of individual facilices, (e.9., 1:200, 1:500)

14. Acreage Eo be'disEurbed:

MinesiEe (operatingr storage,
etc. ) | _LAccessTh@s:

disposal areas,

'l

l" r*rl"
I
I
I
I
I

*Stratigraphic
presented when
desired).

or Iithologic logs if. correlated
labeled (maps or logs should be

(No logs available)

to foocage depths may be
Labeled confidential. if so
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FORM lm-t
Page 5 of

If sedimencary deposic sean(s):
(r) 'Ihicknesi (es) r 8do' +

(2) Dip: 60-70 o. 
Nw;^ i.(J) UlCcEoP: Mississippian Aaq - Great Blue Limestone/Manning Canyon Shal,e

lJill any underg
0Q [b. If yes, describe pocencial impaccs and protection snasures
Cb be taken: No underground workings wiit- ue encountered. Groundwater aquifersLL, Lre LdKt:tl: NO UnOefgfOUnO ffiIngS WII.| I.)e eIlcouIrLeI.Eu. utvurruwqLst q\lul-le[s;

are not expected ifers **
to facilitate oPerations. Water e rs report.ecl at aPprox

D.I
I

Escrrbe any
mine or site
If actached
nrmber here:

None

acEive discharge or
area. Include waEer

sheets or reporcs are

proposed discharge of waEer tro
qualicy daEa and lab cesc reporcs-
included, cross reference co page

I
16.t llave all necessaEy wacer

will wacer be obcained?
rights been appropriaced? ( ) Yes, ( )
Please .explain: N/A no water required

Nc. lbw
except that

brouqht in by truck for dust control

L7.I Proposed or esti.urated duraCion of mining operaEion: 30 yrs on a 3-5 mos/yr nining
Will ehe peEmiE cerm be for a Lesser munc of cine, aign basit
(e,9., for sureey estimate reasohs). (x) Yes, ( ) lO. If yes, hoer lorg?

1O vears

and
andI

I
I

18. Describe che consCruction
A. Procedures (drainage
B. ftoss seccion(s).
C. Profile(s) of proposed road grade(s).

N,/A - Dirt road used for access to mining operation existed and was in use prior
m1nlng tor access to several canyons tsee. rlap Ir - Koaq nas Deen grdqeq and vrill

to
be

naintained durinq mine operation. When rnining ceases, road will be left oPen for
continued use as previously served. {sep RwHrnrr e. variance Justifications).

maintenance of access roads including:
erosion concrol mechods).

I
I
I re.

I
indicate Low potential for groundwater Presence due to

shale barrier

Atcach supplemencal diagrr*. and cross reference co page nt-mber
here: '0aP r

Pcior land use (s ) : wildlif e./grazing
Ctrrrenc land use(s):
Possible projecred or

** Available reports (V- Hansen fgBO) ,

I nearby syncline and Manning Canyon
I
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FORM I{R-L
Page 6 of L2

20. Describe urechods of tree and bcush removal; Dozer and front end loader

hed SCS meno.
or llulPs r&ly a , cross re erence to

Page here: Photo Plate I;2

A. I.jhat is the pH Eange of the soil before mining? 7-9 - 8'2
lhe of person or agency and method of deCermining pft

ttBTL, Inc. SIC, US EPA ttethod 3-2.2

Provide escinace of , and urechod of obcaining exiscing vegetacion cover.(%)r.
Approx. 65t of area covered by spafse vegetatti-on based-on Eieta survey using air
ohoto .osaict ana SCs estirna

hltrac cypes of dcoinanC vegetation are present? Each by approximate amount:
Sagebrush (25t) wheat grass (2Ot) and rice grass

2L. Soils (surficial plant supporcive maceEial) and overburden: Fxcepc where
slope or rocky terrain make ic inpossible, all surficial materials
suitabl-e as a grooth meditm shall be renoved, segregaced and scockpiled
according co ics abilicy co support vegecaEion (as decerurined by soil
analysis and/or practial revegeEacion erperience) prior co any major
excavation. (SuggesLed ministu@ requiremenEs aEe the Cop six inches, or
che 'h" horizon, wtrichever is Larger.)

B. Average-Tept-h-68-Eopsoil and subsoil
0-6 inches ** Calculated volt-coe

tach lab Eeport if available. Ee[erence Page
here: EXHTBiT-B and Map 2 for lab data and location of soil samples

co be sEripped and scockpiled:

c.

of soil co be scockpiled:
q:OO cu varas .
Describe the reChod for ceuoving and scockpiling topsoil aod subsoil,
includir.rg sp;rsures co pEocecE topsoil frm wind and wacer erosion,
coopaction and polluCants: Removal 6y dozer and front end loader- Top
soil to be stockpiled, compacted. rounded and covered with crushed limestone
for protection against erosion.

oE refilov and stoc
alkalinicy (pH) oc

lng oveE
other

D.
Describe and discuss
characcer is tics wtrich

Che acidicy or
rrould affect revegeCaCion:

a) Dozer and loader
(b) No tive effect on native vegetation from so

anticipated- Amount of native topsoit vrill
stry

I
I
I

Thickness of very limited
AIso the small quantity of
stockpiled- See EXHIBIT C

topsoiJ- is vari-able due to
topsoil that existed over
for logs of soil sampling

exposed bedrock in mine area.
area noht being mined was not
test pits.

**
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FOR},I }'IR-L
Page 7 of t2

Rock subjected to pcocessing such as wasLe rock, tailings, ecc., and
crhich is co be disposed of on- or of f -sice musc be subjected to a
coxicicy analysis. The mechod oI determinacion, resulcs and suitable
disposal rechods must be explained in decail, including spans for
coocairment and long rarge scabilicy.*:
MinorMinor guantities of overburdon exist due t the surface-

ine
. Durinq reclamation this material w rePlaced and spr nto-and

around the mined areas- This material is not toxlc-as indicated by
results of the EP toxicity test attached aE EXHIBIT D and E, Variance
Justiflcation.I

I

22.
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
t

Describe the reEhods used to ninimize public safecy and welface hazards
during and after mining operacions including:

A. Straft, cunnel and drill hole closure.
B. Disposal of trash, scrap metal and r+ood and extran@us debris, w€sce

oil and solvents, unusable buildings and Eoundatioos, setrage and
oCher macerials incidenE co oining.

C. Boscing of appcopriace warning signs and/or fences or beEns co acE as
barriers (e.g., above highwalls) in locations r"tere public access is
available. 

..
A. N,/A - No shafts, tunnels or adits exist at the site. Existingold drill

holes (4) on the property are caved and plugged. Should new holes be
drilled, they would be properly ptugged after use. No underground mining
operations are planned.

B. Trash, scrap metal, misc. debris, waste oil,/solvents will be collected and
hauled from the site 6j the Tooele County disposal- landfill- Sewage will be
collected by portable chemical toilets. No permanent buildings or
structures will be constructed at the site.

C. Slgns witl be posted at key locations to warn the public and workers of
potentlal dangers. i.e-, at access road entry, quarry area, crushing,/loading
area and equignent storage,/use area. Proper signs will be installed u1rcn

mine closure to warn the public of potential dangers.

*'tbxic" seans any cheoical or biological or
oaCerial involved wttich could reasooably be
ecological or hydrological systffrs or could
and welfare.

advecse characceristic of the
expeccd Co negativelY affect
be hazardous to che public safecy
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FORI"{ }lR-l
Page B of L2

23. Gcading and soil redistribution.

A. Attach pre- and postrnining concour cross sections, typical of
regrading designs. Cross reference to page ntrrber here:
Deicribe-che nethod(s) of overburden reilicemenc and scabiffZE'Ef6T-
and highwall elimination, includi.ng: (a) slope faccors; (b) tifc \
heighcs; (c) ccopaccion; (d) cerracing, etc., (e) also include
Eesting procedures:

See l,tap 2 - negradin around
n mined-ouE area due to size of excavation and

lack of sufficie
ti-al Highwall wil-l not Ue efiminated-dut to resultant high slope stability of
adjacent remainlng rock- (Reference is made to other quarrles r-n

area.) During mining nomina ffinf-h-:.-{E-waIr
slope will remain near 6OU (e) Slope testing procedures (seismic) and,/or

potentiat slope failures- @ F for details of variance
request)

C.
unterial on che regraded aEea erill be employed?
Dozer,frontendtoEder,disk,tiI1er,cuttipict<erffi
(see copy of SCS memo attached as EXHIBIT A)

IndicaEe the approxirn ce depch of soil cover afcer final
surfacing o-6 inches
trtrac tests@ adequacely evaluace the
potential of the soil co successfully support incended
revegeCition? When required aftef mine closure, chemical 'growability"
tests for Ca, .l,lg, Na, Cond. and PH will be Performed to obtain current
values based upon chemistry possibly changing over time.

3. Itrat soil men&rencs or fercilizers wiLI be oeeded as an aid co
Eevegecation?
$pe: - Ngne reqqnnended for this
Tlpe: ranqe (See EXHIBIT A)
Typet
tthic ad ions willffi
drainage, ecosioo and sedimenc coocrol measures; G) unximtm
slope characteristics; and (c) highwall reclamation.

N/A - No reclamation is planned for the highwall since it will be solid
rock- Limited overburden will be reclaimed, spread, and compacLed

and covered with stockpiled topsoil in the areas around the mined-out
zones- Both overburden and topsoil quantities are limited- (See

EXHIBIT E and F for Variance Justification

Race:
RaCe:
RaEe:
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FORI.{ iq.-l
Page 9 of 12

24.

5. Describe mechods which may be particularly applicable to waste
disposal areas determined co be potencial pcoblem areas.

No overburden material will be disposed of off-site. Low grade rock
materials will be stockpiled on-site for future reclamation. No
vrastes will- be generated-

D. Describe plans for eicher leaving oc Eeclainiog Che Eoads and pads
associated with Che opeEaEion.

I'tain access road will not be reclaimed thus providing access to the vicinity
as provided prior to mining at Little Mt. Pad areas will be reclaimed by
applying overburden and suitable topsoil as available and revegetating with
appropriate plants. Local site mine roads and haul road bypasses will be
reclaimed by scarifying, covering with topsoil and revegetating as indicated
in the attached SCS memo (EXHIBIT A) and variance justification in EXHIBIT E
and EXHIBfT F.

[npotrndmencs: -All evaporacion, Eailings and sedirent ponds; spoil piles,
fills, pads and regraded areas shall be selfdraining and ronimpounaing
I'tren abandooed trnless pceviously appcoved as an impowding facility by a
lawful sEace or federal agency. In view of this, please ilescribe the
Eecltnacioo of all relaEed areas in che operation and include percinenc
icems enurpEaced in C, l-5 above..

No evaporation or tailings ponds are planned for the rnine area. Spoil piles,
fills, pads and regtaded areas shall be constructed as free draining and non-
impounding due to the coarse, crushed nature of the materials. Such areas will
be reclaimed as -rggulred. some natural drainages exist on the'site that do
show erosion potential. However, these areas wilt not be disturbed by any,_-
mining activity- The new sediment.gnnd is designed to be self drainang and non-
impounding over a LO year 24 hours storm event. (See EXHfBITS E, F, and G for
details)
RevegeCaEion plans:

I'trat organizatioo, agency oE peEson will specifically be performing
ttre revegetation? Portland Cement Co. of Utah and the s.c.s.
I{ilI the-affected a
( ) fes, QQ Ur. tlill vegecacion proceccion be needed co allocr for a
deceruinatrion of the successful revegecacion criceria ouclined in the
Mined tand Reclernreion Act, Rr.rle M-t0(12)? 0O Yes, ( ) lO. If yes,
whaC measures will the operator cake?

Portland Cement Co. of Utah sill work closely with DOGM and S.C-S- to
ensure regulations are met.

C. llill irrigation be used? (
. br how

) Yes, 0O No. TYpet

A.

B.

I
I 25'

I

I
I

I
I

I
I

I
I
I

I
I

I

Iong?
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FOR},T MR-I
Page L0 of L2

Tesc.plocs iniciaced during the early scages of nine developcrenc
provide good bases from which a successful revegetation program can
be-adapted .for later impleneocacion. t{ill test plocs be-enployed?( ) Yes. d) rc. If yes, describe on an addicional sheec(s) and
accach. cross reference page nturber here and show locacion on
facilicies uurp:
Please attach a Eevegecation pla- and schedule including:
l. Species co be used.
2. Race of seed applicaciocr/acre.
3. Season co be planted.
4- Seedbed preparatioo technigues.
5. Planting locaCion, slope face direction, variability, mechod of

applicacion, covering, ecc.
6. t'trlch and fercilizer application, if used.
Describe any other mainCenance pcocedures qfiich oay be used, if
needed, co grnrancee successful revegeEation:

Activities for items E and F are detailed in the SCS memo (EXHIBIT A) and
discussed in EXHIBIT F.

26. Please provide a EeclerreEion schedule including:

A. f,sfimrtsd cine for construccion.
B. EsCimrted cine for interim reclarracion.
C. EsEim:ced duratioo of che mining operaEion.
D. A Cire table for the accmplistmenc of each major step in Che

reclzn cion plans. Attach the schedule and cross reEirence to the
page nt-urber here: _J.inat reclamation schedule will .be estimated and submitted
utrron mlne bLdsure-

27 . A surecy guarancee musE be pcovide! for che mining operaCioo (see Rule M-5
t"tin€d lrrd ReclarnaCion Act)- In calculating this amotrnE, the Divisioo
will cocrsider the folloaring major sceps based on che infornacioo provided
in this reporc:

A. Clean up and rmval of scrudcures.
B. Backfilling, grading and conCouring-
C. Topsoil and subsoil redistribucion and srabilization.D. RevegetaCion (i.e., preparaCion, seeding, mulching, irrigaCion).
E. tabor-
F. Safeey and fencing. (signs)
G- ltrniCoring, and reseeding if necessary. (assume 5or reseeding neceg-sa.ry

barring abnormal conditions such as severe winter or grasshopper condrErons-
Tb assist Che Division, Ehe operator uray atcach a LisC of coscs and
factocs wtrich r*ould satisfy chese areas. Substanciation of chese faccors,
i-e-, unic costs and how they are derived, should.accoarpany the lisc.
Cross reference the page ntmber here: Table I (ExHrBrr H)

28- {requesc for a variance frqr specific coumitments to Rule M-10' (Recla'rcion Standards) of the itined tand Reclaur,aEion Act uray be submicced
with adequate rritten justification. If afcer presenracion 6f informacion
adequately detailing che sicuation, a decermination is made chaC finds a
portion of the rule inapplicable, a variance may be granCed by che
Division. (see Justifications for variances, ExHrBrr E.)
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FORM MR-T

Page ll of 12

I hereby cmmic che applicant co courply with Rule t1-10, '?eclauration
Standards" in ics enciEecy, as adopced by Che Board of Oil, Cas and t"tining on
thtch 22, t978.

the applicant will achieve the reclamacioo scandards for Che following
cacegories as ouclined in Rule t't-LO on all areas of Land affecced by chis
mine, trnless a variance is granted in wricirg by the Division.

Rule CategOrv of CoanimenC

tand Use
Rrblic Safecy and tJelfare
ImpotrndmenCs
Slopes
Highwalls
Toxic l,hCerials
Roads and Pads
Drainages
Structwes and Fquipareoc
Strafts and Fortals
Sediurent Oontrol (except at

Variance Requested? ***

M-ro G)
M_10(2)
M-ro(3)
l,r-to(4)
M_r0(5)
M-ro(6)
M-10(7)
M_ro (8)
t(_10 (g)
M-Lo(ro)
M_10(rl)
M-10(12)
M-roG3)
M_ro G4)

I believe a variance is
previous subsections of RuLe
erplaining these cencerns is

X

x

"ao"n--Fpile pad area) X (mine area only)
x.

Revegetacion
Das
Soils

jusEified on a sice-specific basis for the
M-L0 as indicaced- A narraEive scacemenc
atCaChed. *** See EXHIBIT E, variance justifications.

STATE OF

Cfr'NTY OF

applicaCioo -are trrue co che besc of ny knowledge; thaE I am auChorized to
corplete and file this applicacion on behalf oF che Apglicanc and chis

f , Tot't s. SAUNDERS , having been duly seroEn
depose ined it che foregoing

applicacion has been executed as required

Signed:

Taken, subscribed and serorn eo.befoce me the
said councy, chis 3/ day of i

I

l'ty Ooamission D<pires :

\DOLlCanC anq cnrs

X\J.

authority in my
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FORM t\R-t
Page LZ of L2

PT-EASE IOTE:

Seccion 40-8-t3(2) of the t{ined land Reclancion Act provides for

",rlniJ""nce 
or confidencialicy concerning_cercain poEcions,of chis rePo5c:

;t;;; Aeck co see chaE any infornation-desired cir be held confidential is so

Labefed and included on seParace sheecs or maPs'

Grly inforuaEion relacing-c9 Ehe locacioo, size or naEure of che deoosit

oay be lrocecced as confidential'

@nfidencial Information Erclosed: 00 Yes ( ) ltr
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I\,IEMORANDUI{

TO:

FROM:

Date:

Subject:

Duane Whiting/CH2M HILL

Scott E. Ferguson/Range Conservationist,
SoiI Conservation Service, Tooele Office

January L6, 1985

Little tlountain Quarry Site, Tooele County, Utah

1. The following vegetation seed mix is close to the*eco-
Iogical potential, and the species are available.

Ibs- Pure
Price/lb Live Seed,/AC Cost,/AC

Bluebunch Wheatgrass
Indian Ricegrass **
Sandberg BluegrEgs
Apar Lewis Flex
I{youri.ng Big Sageptrush
Palmer Penstemon

$ 3-75
6-OO
5. O0
6.OO
4. OO

20.o0

. 4.5
1-5
2.O
1.O
6.0
o.5

15.5 lb
PLS,/AC

$16.80
9. O0

10-oo
6. O0

24.OO
10. oo

$75.80

Prices.from llaple Leaf Seed Company' Ephraim' Utah

Note that these grasses are added as comparable substitutes
since other grass seeds indigenous to the area are not available.

2. No shrub transplants will be necessary since sagebrush
establishes well from seed. Wyoming Big Sagebrush is
the major sPecies ir1 Potential.

3. The stock pile is to be seeded on a grade no steePer
than 25 peicent. Ten percent is estimated to be the
average. on all areas where slopes exceed 25 percent,
straw or hay mulch h'ill be applied at 3,000 lblac.
Mulch should be free of grain and weeds and should be
spread uniformly over th area by hand or with a mech-
anical spreader. a heavy disk, such as a mulch tiller,
with flat serrated disks at least l/4-inch thick with
dull edges spaced no more than f .inches apart will be
used to-anchor the mulch into the soil 2 xo 3 inches
deep. Mulched areas will be drilled (no deeper than
t/Z-inch) on 1 firm, weed free seedbed at a rate of
12 pounds PLS /eC. Areas with slopes less than 25 per-
cent can be broadcast seeded at the rate of 15.5 pounds
PLS/AC and covered with a cult-packer to cover seed and

EXHIBIT A
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5.

firm up the seed bed- Most seedings fail because the
seedbed is too fluffy and dries out. A11 areas will be
ripped to a depth of 2 feet to reduce soil compaction-
The other alternative would be to bring in 6 inches of
topsoil on all areas which may difficult to the
sparcity of topsoil in the area.

Planting will be in the fall so the seeding can benefit
from spring and fall precipitation.
Seedbed preparation - Subsoiler or ripper attached

to crawler tractor will be
used.

Mulch Application and Drilling - Mulch tiller, disk,
. rangeland drill will be used.

Broadcast Seeding - Rotory broadcast seeder, followed
by a flexible cultipacker will
be used.

Fertilization - Not recommended for this rangre.

Permanent photo plots and/or transects will be estab-
lished to be read every 2 years for J.0 years. These
will be located in sites that tipify the area

The attached table illustrates the soil classification
and vegetation type and percent occurrance.

6.

7.

B.

PLS = purq. live seed

sl,c17/10
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TabIe

RANGE SITE DESCRIPTION AND COVER
(Potential Vegetation)

Soil description - D2BX215 (Area Reference No. )

Semidesert GraveIIY Loam

Vegetation Cover

Common Name

Bluebunch Wheatgrass
Indian Ricegrass
Bottlebrush Squirreltai I
Nevada Bluegrass
Othek Perennial Grasses
Good Phlox
Rose Pussytoes
Other Perennial Forbs
Wyoming Big Sagebrush
Shadscale
Douglas Rabbitbrush
Other Shrubs

SvmboI

ASSP
ORHY
SIHY

PONE3
PPGG

. PHHO
ANRO2

PPFF
ARTRW

ATCO
CHVIS

ssss

Percent

I
I
I

20
10

5
5
5
5
5
5

25
5
5

100r

Note:
1).

21 .

Approximately 65 percent of the area is covered
wittr vegetation as determined by an ocular
estimate

Potential Productionr
Favorablet years
Normal
Unfavorable

1000 lbs/ac. (air dried)
800 lbs/ac. (air dried)
500 lbs/ac. (air drie<l)

3). Ground cover in potential is approximately
25 percent. **
Canopy cover in potential is approximately
50 percent.
*Litter and vegetation withing l-inch of ' or on
the soil surface.

**Portionofgroundsurfacehiddenfromviewby
canoPy in a vertical Projection'

sl,c17/ 1r_
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ANALYTICAL REPORT

STIBMITTED TO:

SUBMTTTED BI:

REFERENCE DATA:

Analysls of:

Ident,lficatlon No.

Sanple(s): 12

UBTL Laboratory l{o.:

D. L. t{hiting

Cllnt Mercell

Sodium, Calclun, Magneslua

8q-1568

Analyses: 36

CE 10912 through CE 10923

LOD (Sor1)
100 ug./grn

June 12, l98lt

'Method t{o.
273.1
215.1
242.1

page(s).

The above nunbered samples were made ready for analysls by relghing
a portlon, about one-fourth grrm, and digestlng for netals with nitric
and perchlorlc aclds. The digests were brought to a flnal volune of 25
oL wlth D. f. nater.

The above nuabered samples were analyzed accordlng to IEPA-6OO/4-
79420 Hethods of cheolcal Analysls of l{ater and l{astes.n

The llnlts of. {qtectlon and nethod numbers accordlng to the above
refenence are as roiibws: ,_.

Analvte
Sodlun
Calclum l0 ug./gn
l,lagneslun . I vg/gn

The results are tabulated on the following

.t' a4 -( ffr*

I
I
I

Rahd Pot,ter

[ffi
wffi
UETL \
52O WAIQAII/A WAY
SATT IAKE qrY.
UTAH 84 I@
80r 58t-8267

EXHBTT B
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ANALTTICAL REPORT

SUBMITTED TO:

SUEHTTTED BI:

REFEREI{CE DATA:

Analysls of:
'fdentlflcatlon:

Sanple(s): l?

UBTL Laboratory No.:

The EpA Hethod nuober
Ilmit of detectlon (L.O.D.)

Para.oeten

June lJ, l98lt

D. L- tfhlting

Dave Gayer

fnorganlc parameters

8q- I 568

Analyses: 2\

CE 10912 through CE tO923

accordlng to the above reference and theare as folLows:

The above-nuobered solr sanples sere anaryzed rn accordance vlth
,rtlSrfl*ods 

for the chemlcar Anarvsis or Haeel and r{asren- EpA 600/z-

pH
Speclflc Conductlvlby

The results are.tabulated on
!

EPA Method
3.".2
3.2.18

the followlng pages.

L.O.D.
O. I unit
I uoho/cn

*) .4

1\ 4*1 fe'*
Rand Pott,er

Dave Gayer

w
@

K

w
UATL
520 wAr({tl\wAY
SALT LAKE CITY
uTAft 84tos
80t 58t-8267

r€oci{
tto€f6$€€at G
C|{€i.GIRY

CS€^&{
O€v€LO"r.€r{flr|^(r9s
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ANALTTTCAL REPORT

SUBMTTTED TO:

STJBMITTED BY:

REFERENCE DATA:

Analysls of:

Identlflcatlon:

Sa.nple(s): l2

TJBTL Laboratory No. :

June 13, lgBl{

L. tfhtting

Brent Torgensen

Hydrometer test, Sleve Analysls

Brr- l568

Analyses: 2t{

CE 10912 through CE 10923

D.

A.

The above numbered soll sampres were anaryzed for the sleveanalysls accordLng to ASTM Mebhod No- C_136 .nO fo" the hydrometer bestaccording to ASTM Method No. D_ttZZ.

The results ane tabulafed on the folLowing page(s).

*2' A/ I .. .{ f"m-^-
Ran\_Potter

I
I
I

l,

ii

B
ffi

F'-
\

w
UBTL
520 WAKARAWAY
SALT LAKE CITY
UTAH 84 IO8
801 58r-8267

.r€o€16
6€€rc6{€ei{G
clcutstnY
t|€S€^rcXgEvcto4.€{t
l'altYs6;
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ANALYTICAL REPORT

SUBI{ITTED TO:

SUBMTTTED BY:

NEFERENCE DATA:

AnalYsls of:

Identiftcation No':

Sanp1e(s): 1

UBTL LaboraborY No':

JanuarY 22, 1985

John Delong

Clint MereII

Ansenic, Barlun, Cadmium, Chrooium' Lead'

Hercury, Selenlum, and Silver

85-68

Analyses: 8

cF 05q7

B
E

UsTL
52OWAI(ARAWAY
SALTI.AKECITY.
UTAH8416
801 /5843232

Theabovenuuberedsoilsamplewasleached.andanalyzedaccordlng
totheEPAHanualfornTestMebhodsforEvaluatingsolldWaste,nEPA
publleatlon No. SW-845, Section ir-"t" Toxiclty Frocedure and Secbion

S,AnalytlcalMebhods.Theanaly""'*..uPgrforoedrrlthanaatomlc
absorptlor, up."tloitofor"i"r. -tire bariun betection llnit was high

because tne sanpie-t"a !o be ailuied to get rid of oatrix interfereoces

before l-t coul-d be analYzed'

The linits of debecblon for each analybe is as follows

LOD

0.01 nglL
. 10. WlL' 0.O2 ng/L

0- 1 uglL
0.01 nglL
0.2 14/L
0.01 ugll.
O-01 ng/L

the folloring Page(s)'

Analvte
-Atssenic

Bari-un
Cadmiun,
Chronium
Lead
Mereury
Selenium
Sl-lver

The results are tabulated on

U;f h,!.{4&
Cfint Merrell

r,lEOlClt{€
AO€NGIN€€RING
CH€MISTRY

R€SCARCH
O€Y€LOPII€NT
AXALYSIS

EXHIB]T D

?-w S::|: i
PAg ?ils-
cls. of-
Fgrf S3kry
p.el I

JAN 2 5'1985
LONE STAR II{DUSTRIES

Salt Lake CitY, Utah

I
1

Rand Potter
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STJBMITTED TO:

SUBI{ITTED BY:

REFERENCE DATA:

Analysls of:

Identlflcation No.:

Sanple(s): t

UBTL LaboraborY No.:

January l?, 1985

Ubah Pontland Cenent

Tanya Cheklin

Inorganlc. Paramete:'s

B5-68

Analyses: I

cF o5lr7

according to the above reference and the
are as follows:

L.O.p.
O.1 unit

The above-nuobered water sarnple was analyzed ln accordance wlth
nEpA l{ethods for the Chenlcal Anaiysis of l{ater and Wasten. EPA 500/ll-
79420.

' The EPA Hethod number
Ilnlt of detectton (L.O.D.)

Parameter EFA Mebhod
pH 150.1

The results are tabulated on the followlng Pages'

Z:. gt*Z
Tany( Ctreklln

2't/l t-l /.t,^-
RanV Potter

ET[
USTL
52OWAI(ARAWAY
SALTljKECITY.
UTAH8,{IO8 *
80r 15843232

|l€orc|fi€
al(r€ilGta{€€fllxG
CH€MISTRY

RCS€ rcH
O€V€LOPM€r|T
AXAIYS6
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ANALYTICAL REPORT FORM

Date

UBTL ldentilication Number

Co(poalelAgency Name Utah Portland Ceoent

Address

- , =art l:ke C{tY' UT Stlllo
-^g ttggl

AttentionJohn-nel.ongTe|ephone

Sampling Collection and ShiPment

Sampling Sit€ Grantqv{lle Qrarry Date of Collection

Date Samptes Received at UBTL January 14' 1485

Method ol Analysis Ao{', He R- ARS

Date(s) of AnalYsis

Analytical Results

CP TOX ETTRACTION

Comments

52O Wakara WaY / 1-8O1-584-3232

Analysl

LaboratorY SuPervisor

/ Salt Lake CitY, Utah 84108
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ANALYTICAL REPORT FORM

Date

Sampting Coltection aod Shiprnent

Samp|ing$ilgGnantsv{.|lpQrranryOateofCo||ection
Date Sampl'es Received at UBTL J-nr'aFy l[t lQ86

AnalYsis ,e-r I
Method or Analvsis C'll t/of"", A"P, HgA- AAS

Date(s) o{ AnalYsis

UBTL ldentification 3"1u*6u' 85-68

CorporalelAgency Name Otah Portland Ceoent

Anatytical Results

,fo'{cr ^*ft;{er-lf L *r- *#,
Fiel<l

Sample
Number

UBTL
Lab

Number
Sample

Type pH :HROMIUM LEAD MERCURI SELENIUM SILVER

LO.T Lo.ol o.0+
5299 cF 05 7 SOrL 9.0 LO. T Lo-ol

o.trrluh, o.o1*a[!o. onl -tlL{""
LOD !O.lrxr e.;h'Xfutr, o.or*tllilg

I

Comments

/ r-8o1-584-3232
520

Labotatoty SuPcrvisor

Wakari Wav I Salt Lake City' Utah 84108
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C.or gor ale I AgencY Narne

wB'mn
ANALYTICAL REOUEST FORM

Purchase Order No.
f/oae L/ t3,/ ?.x

UBTL ldentification Number

"c

I'
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

Telephone 37.8-+E1,1

Address

Person to Contact

Sarnple Collection

Sampling Site bv---re--'P&t

Air Ternperature

lndustrial Process

Oate of Collection

Date of Sampfe Shipment to uBTL { g / O=

Request lor Analyses-cF

.Specify: Solid sorbent tube. e.9. Charcoat: Filler ly9€: lmginger sotution: Eulk Sample: Blood: Urioe: Tissuel Olhe(

Com'ments

Sample Field
Number

Sample Chatacterastics
Analyses Requesled

Aar Vdume
(liters)Ty?€' Manul. Lot No.

Szql o547 EP -r./+.o.,.-{-^^
€P rn,..rd-a

t*
I

Possible Interfering Compounds

S2OWakaraWav ! Salf I zlro (-it., lltrh ',Atna 
t
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VARIANCE JUSTIFICATION STATEI4ENTS
Mining and ffi Application

for
Utah Portland Quarries, Inc-

Rule M-10 (3) , Impoundments

The use of evaporation, tailings, and water storage ponds
are not planneh at the mining ilte. 111 material piles,
p"at, eqi:ipment storage areas and roadways will be con-
'structea as free draiiing and nonimpounding because of the
course nature of the roci materials being handled. Reclama-
tion of these areas will be as discussed in the permit appli-
cation. Natural'drainages exist on the site which show ero-
sion potentiat but these areas will be be used fOr impound--
ments or other wise disturbed by mining activities. A small
sediment pond is planned. for construction near the stock
pile and ioading lrea- (See Exhibit G)

RuIe t"1-10 (4) , SloPes

The resultant mine slopes will all be solid rock. No soil
slopes wi1l rernain sinle very little so_il cover exists over
the.steeplydippingformations.Therefore,becauseofthe
expected'high liaUifity and low erosion of the remaining
rock formations there is no need to alter or eliminate the
slopes. (MaP 3, Cross Section A)

Rule m-10 (5) , Hiqhwalls

As evidenced. in several other past mine sites in the area
where siririlar mining techniques were used, the slope- stabil-
ity of the remainin! rock highwall:-i"lvery hlgh with no
evidence of signifi6antifailjre. Also, the effectiveness or
feasibility of slope stabiiiay control under these conditions
would be highly qulstioned. Tfierefore, no need is envisioned
to alter or eliminate the remaining rock highwalls. Like-
wise, Do reclamation is planned foi ttre highwall since it
;iii'r.-soiia rock. (See t'tap 3 and Cross Section A)

Rule M-l0 (6) , Toxic l'taterials

No toxic materials are believed to exist or will be generated
during mining operations. Results of an EP toxicity test on

overburden materials was negative (Exhibit D). Existing
rock formations are limestoie, dolomite, shale and sandstone'
No metalic or other mineral deposits are known to exist on
the site. No solvents, Chemicats or other processes are to
be used which are toxic or could produce toxic wastes.

stcl 9 / La
EXHIBTT E
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Rule I"1-10 (7) , Roads and Pads

An existingr dirt road passes through the site which provides
access to the nearbl' canyons, A portion, about 3 miles, has
been graded and will be used for mine access and be main-
tained during the mining operation. Access to the canvons
will still be possible during and after mining. Local mine
site roads will be short and surfaced with crushed rock.
Most traffic witl be confined to the pad areas. Pads are
also covered with crushed rock to minimize erosion and to
establish working areas. Bypass portions of the mine site
roads and pad will be reclaimed by covering with a thin layer
of topsoil and revegetat-ed. (See Maps 1 and 2l

Rule I"1-10 (10), Shafts and Portals

No shafts and portals exist at the site or are to be part of
the planned mining operation. AII mining is to be surface
open-cut

Rule M-10 (11) , Sediment Control

Because of the thin, approximately 6-inch thick, natural
topsoil cover at the site, sediment control is not a problem
in the mining area. Likewise, since little disturbance will
result on adjacent areas, except wher:e eguipment and crushed
limestone storagfe pads exists, no need for sediment erosional
control is envisioned except construction of a small sediment
pond near the stockpile to collect runoff from a 10 year
24 hour peak storm event. (See Exhibit G) Coirtrol of erosion
on-site ireas out of the mining area is likewise not required
since no impacts from the mining activity will occur. Also,
no sediment.control will be necessary in the mined-out area
after cessation of operatTions since only rock will remain--

RuIe l4-10 (12), Reveqetation

A variance is requested for revegetation only within the
mined-out area, oD the highwall, and on the main portion of
the access road. Reasons for this variance have been previ-
ously discussed.

sl,cl 9 / t0
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Because gf the row area precipitation, ress than rO-inchesper year , absence -of major surface drainages of perennialstreams and lack of need for process water, no dams areplanned for the operation. Runoff correction in the quarrywill seep immediatery into the fracr_ured rock. Likewise,runoff will be contained by seepage through the pires andpads

*
_According to.the report prepared by the u-s. Department ofcommerce, Environmentar slrvices aairinistration, speciarstudies Branch office of Hydrorogy weaitrer Bureau of theu-s- Departmelt 

"f Agricurlure nngineering Division, soilConservation Services, June 1968-

sr,cl9 /LO

RuIe M-lQ (13) , Dams

sl,cl9 / to
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ztRtttJry,
6.Y Bl srnle oF urAH
P/I NATURAL RESOURCES
VJ Oil. Gos & Mining

d241 Slote Office Building 'Soll Loke Crty

Scotl l'/ llolheson. Governor
Ittnrpls n Qeynold.,, [1s6-sliv€ Direcror

{)ronni: f? Nietson. Ph D _ Divi:ion Director

ur B.: 1 14 . 801-533-5771

August'28, I9BA

Mr. E. S. Gallacher, President
Portland Cement ComPanY gf Utah
P- O. Box L469
SaIt Lake City, Utah B4II0

Dear Mr. Gallacher:

RE: Mininq and Reclamatio@ Portland Cement Company of

The Division has completed its review of the l,lining and
Reclamation Plan (Unp) for the Little Mountain Mine. The ttivision's
technical staff has formulated the following comments:

Rule M-l( 2) (c)

The approximate number of acres of disturbance that will have
topsoil reclistributed during iinal reclamation must be submil-ted -

Rule M-l(2)(d) ''

The manner and extent, of'regrading shoulct be indicated on Map
2. The plan st,ates that I'regrading will be done to restore natural
grade where possible." The question that arises is what is rneant by
trwhere possible?,, PIease indicate.

RuIe M-l(2)(e)

A complete revegetation plan must be submitted. It should
include seeo mix(es) and rate ol seeding in pure live seed (PLS) per
acre, stocking rates (stems/acre) for shrub plantings, a discussion
of the methods for seedbed preparation, seecting and planting,
mulching anC fertilization techniques and rates and the season of
planting. All planting mixtures should be consisLent with the
postmining land-use.

.Jrl L'alrro! Ot:,OOrlunrlV ernplover L.l.-.cr.,u recycl(' tiif ,()t

EXHIBIT F



Page Two
Mr. E. S. Gallacher
AQT /A45/OO5
AugusL 28, L9B4

A map showing the location of all areas to be revegetated and alist of their acreages must be provided.

Protection oI reclaimed areas from livestock grazing should bediscussed.

. Rule M-l(2) (f)
The timetable for the accomplishment ofreclamation-plan should be given at this timePlease submit this information

RuIe M-l(I) (a)

Map I indicates the permit areaindicates a disturbance o'f 22 acres

each major step in the
r flot at mine closure.

of about t2O acres and the plan(including roads). please

in the_Mining and Reclamation plan (MRp),
Map ltl is applicable, then it must be

- Map 12 is not clear and many portions are difficult to read. Aclear, precise-rqap(s) must be su6mitted that includes arri-nformation require{ on Form MR_l(Ir).

clarify.
Rule M-l(r)(b)

Map t was referenced
but was not submitted. If
submitted.

A map delineating the
must be submitted.

RuIe M-l(l)(s)
The rocation of stockpires (e.g., shale and limestone) must berocated on the map. wilr tney pi"tEni ; stabitity probremi rf not,

why?

RuIe M-5 Surety Guarantee

A detailed cost estimate must be submitted to the Division.This estimate should incrude unitized figures (number of cy at $/cy,for.example). The source'of the costs should arso be given, i.;.;'Rentar Rate Bruebook, Means, oogde, etc. please submit a detairedcosts analysis ol the reclamation costs.

iyearly sequential disturbance, MR-l(I5)1,

I
I
I
I
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Page Three
Mr. E. S. GaIlacher
ACT /o45/OO5
August 28, I9B4

Rure M-ro(2)(b)

How wiII the trash,
collected? }|ill it be a

elabora te .

RuIe M-IO(2)(c)

scrap metal, waste oiI/solvents be
dumpster, bermed area or vhat? PIease

How will dritl holes be plugged? It is stated in the plan that
they will be rtproperly" plugged. Please explain.

RuIe M-IO(f)(II)(Il) Reclamation Standards

The applicant has not adequately addressed'the requirements of
Parts 7, 11'and Lt of RuIe M-lO. The Division was under the
assumption that the apflicant was going to provide sediment control
in thb form of a catch basin, preferably on the inside of the road,
i.e., a catch basin with rock wire gabion outlet would be considered
acceitable. This catch basin or other alternative sediment control
methbds should provide sediment control for the stockpile ' work area
and access road ad jacent to the stockpi.le.

After talking with
of Utah, oo AugusE 20,
to their Department.

Rule M-lO(4)

The postmining highwalls will be at a 45o slope angle. A

safety measure of periodic checking would be advisable- Please
submit a schedule for this check.

The application must include information about the angle of
repose for the overburden stockpile.

RuIe M-f0(5)

Clearly illustrate reclamation statements by including
cross-sectional diagrams that show the final configurati.on of
highwall and pit areas.

Rule M-10(6)

I The applicant repeatedly indicates that no toxic materials will
I be encountered- Chemical and physical analyses of the overburden

supporting these claims must be submitted.

I

Brian Nielson, Department of HeaIth, State
1984, he expressed bhis would be acceptable

I
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PaQe Four
ur] E. S. Gallacher
ACTiO45/oas
Augus t 28, l9B4

Rule M-I0(7)

It is stated that the main access road wiII not be reclaimed?
Is this the wish ol the landowner? If so, please document.

RuIe M_I0(f2)

It is unclear from the statement on the MR-I Form, No.20,
exactly how the surrouncling vegetation cover was estimated.
gaseline vegetation studiei to'determine the representative ground
cover of alI areas t,o be disturbed duri.ng mining operat'j.ons must be
conducted in.order to set a standard lor revegelation success. The
methods for obtaining these cover values must be described in detail
and approved by the 0ivision.

Monitoring of revegetated areas during the bond release period
should be ctiscussed. Include a description of the monitoring
methods and how they will be used to determine whether the
revegetation success standards have been met.

Rule M-to(14)

. Information from the soil sample sites, such as depth of soil
I encountered, texture and quality of soil-, rnust be submitted -

I

- If you have any questions concerning this review, contact the

t Division at vour earliest convenience.

Sincerely,

\-r
/hu,n, rh B',, o L--
uar{u. Boucek
Permit Supervisor./
Reclamation Biologist

EH/btb
cc: Jim Smit.h

Steve Cox
Pam Grubaugh-Littig
Ev Hooper
Tom Munson
Rick Smith
John Hhitehead

99610
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RESPONSE TO DOGI'I },IEMORANDUIVI DATED AUGUST 28, 1984

I'IINING AND RECLAMATION
LITTLE I"IOUNTATN QUARRY,

Rule M-3 (2) tc)

PERMIT APPLICATION
TOOELE COUNTY, UTAH

The approximate number of disturbed acres that will require
re-disiribution of topsoil during final reclamation is about
7.5 acres; approximately 5 acres in the quarry/stockpile
area and about 1.5 acres of bypass access roadways (3) .

RuIe M-3 (2) (d)

The extent of anticipated regrading is shown on t'lap 2 in the
application. Due to the method of mining by quarrYltg with
minimat adjacent area disturbance, and the thin venier of
topsoil inherent to the area, the actual manner of regrading
wi.ff vary at each location. It is anticipated that equip-
ment used will include a front-end loader, dozer with ripper,
tiller, disk, and road grrader as required. The grading wilrl
includ.e scarifying and ieshaping the disturbed surface and/or
placing topsoil to original grade

RuIe M-3 (2) (e)

A revegetation plan is attached as requested' based on the
Soil Conservatibn Service r:econrmendations gained from their
site visit and report (attached) of January 15, 1985. Map 2

shows the location of the areas to be revegetated and the
respecti-v: .acreages 

involved

Protection of the revege$ated areas from livestock grazd-ng,
$/iII be accomplished by temporaily fencing the areas during
the growing season, until vegetation growth has been satis-
factorily established.

RuIe M-3 (2) (f)

An estimated time-table for accomplishment
step of the reclamation plan is listed as
shovrn in Table 1 of the permit application
includes a cost estimate for each step.

of each major
follows and as
which also

Est. Time (oays)Step

1)

Task

Regrading/ripping ,
as necessary *

Re-placement of topsoil,
Revegetation

( ti I 1 ing/di scing / seeding)

2l
3)

EXHIBIT F 1
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Step
4)
s)
6)

*
Required
r/ro/Bsl

Task
@cing
Growth monitoring
Reseeding, as necessary

Est. Time (Days)

only for the rniddle by pass turn-out (per DOGI4,

where grade exceeds 20 Percent -

2
5
I

Rule 1,1-3 (1) (a)

Portland Cement Company's future plans may include opening
another quarry within section 20 during the 10 year life of
the mining ..rd reclamation permit. Initial thinking was to
apply for a permit covering approximately 320 acres as shown
oi-t'rignr" 1, of initial peimit-application, which would in-
clude areas for future expansion and be covered by permit
addendums rather than applying for a new permit. However'
since plans for a new quarry operation are .not firm, at pre-
sent, Lh" decision has been made to only apply for the
20 acre area now being mined. Future mining areas will be
covered by a seParate Permit-

Bule M-3 (1) (b)

lIap 1 was intended for inclusion in the initial permit appli-
cation; any omission was inadvertent-

Ttre clarity of Map 2 has been improved and resubmitted with
the necesslry information required on Form MR-l (13) .

l{ap 3 and cross section A has been added showing the
pr;jected-and estimated sequential disturbance of the mining
ictivity and other featurei of the'mining plan for the site'

Rule l.{-3 (1} (q}

The location of the limeitone stockpiles is shown on Map 2.
A shale stockpile does not exist at present since shale is
not currently being minded at the site. Should shale mining
be performed in the future, a stockpile location, if reguired,
would be identified to DOGM.

The limestone stockpile does not present a stability pro-
blem, since crushed limestone is known to be stable at a

natural anqle of repose of 3Bo degrees- (See comment for
RuIe M-IO/41

Rule M-5 Surety Guarantee

A detailed cost estimate including itemized fiqures at $/cy,
is included in revised Table l, (Exibit H) Estimated Cost
For Reclamation and Reclamation Schedule' The source of the
cost estimates are also given-
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RuIe 14-10 (2) {b}

The trash, waste oil and solvents will be collected and
stored in the dumpster on-site. Arrangements have been made
to dispose of the materials at the Tooe1e County landfill as
necessary -

Rule M-l0 (2) (c)

Since only a few shallow, apProximately 20 feet deep' drill
holes are planned at the site in the future, plugging these
holes will not be necessar]' since they are well above the
estimated water table (greater than 100 feet deep) and will
be located within the area to be mined-out-

Sre u-to tlt tttt tt:l
A sediment control basin is planned for installation on the
site in the NI.l corner of Section 20 near the limestone stock-
pile as shown on Map 2. The location of the basin was se--lected during the on-site meeting with DOGI'[' PCC and CH2l'1

HILL representatives on December 11, 1984. Design for the
basin wls by CH2M HfLL in conjunction with standard methods
and Manningl Equation for estimating flow rate based on a
peak runoff of 1.8"for a lo-year 24-hour slorT event at a
3it" elevation of 4800. Size of the basin, riprap and spill-
way rtas designed to accommodate the estimated flow volume
and rates of the drainage area estimated at approximately
5 acres upgradient of the basin. The location of the basin
is shown on Uap :. Exhibit G illustrates the size anal de-
sign of the basin

RuIe M-10' (4) 
.:

As discussed in Section 23 (Bl (a-d) of the initiat permit
application, the post mining highwalls $tiII not be altered
aue to tne resultant high slope angle. Actually, the resul-
tant angle will be closei to 60o than the 45" indicated.
However] since the remaining rock materials will be solid
rock (Iimestone, dolomite and shalel, slope instability is
not considered to be a problem. Simular Post-mining slopes,
of past operations in the general vicinity, are evidence of
the high slope stability of these materials, which have
stood without significant failure for several years-

Howeverr ds a safety precaution, siesmic and/or slope indi-
cator measurements *itt Ue taken on a regular (6 Months to
1 year) interval during the post mining period, to ensure no
significant movement is occurring.

The angle of repose for the crushed limestone stock pile has
been measured aL 3Bo, the nat-ural slope of free-falling ma-
terials. This angle is considered safe by the reference
text for stockpiling materials (Norberg Crushing Handbook or
Linkbelt 10-50 Enginereing Handbook).
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RuIe I.4-10 (5)

Map 4 and Cross Section A
quarry configuration and
mation is planned for the
they are solid rock.

RuIe I',1-10 (6)

illustrates the estimated final
highwall relationship. No recla-
mined-out area or highwall since

the three bypass road
These segments are
plan and schedule are
as Exhibit A.

Chemical analysis from the results of an EP Toxcicity test,
performed on the overburdon materials, is attached illustra-
ting the non-toxic nature of these materials.

Rule M-l0 (7)

As indicated in the initial permit application, Section 23 (D)
the main access road to the quarry will not be reclaimed,
since the road existed prior to mining, and will remain for
access to the upper canyon areas after mining has ceased.
This i.s the wish of the landowner, Portland Cement Companl
of utah. 

-

Reclamation j-s planned, however, for
segments along the main access road.
shown on Map 2, and their reclamation
discussed in the S.C.S. memo attached

RuIe I',1-10 (12)

Originally, the vegetation cover was estimated to be at
75 percent from grid measurements and counts using the area
air photo mosaic map. The method used by the SCS to esti-
mate the'percentage and types of cover for the resubmitted
application vras estimated to be 70 percent. The results are
included in the SCS report. with a description of the tech-
nique used.

A monitoring schedule and methods for revegretating the areas
is also included for reference.

RuIe M-10 (14)

Test pit logs are attached as Exhibit C which show the depths
and characteristics of the soils ericountered. Location of
the soil samples are shown on l'lap 2. Chemical analysis of
the soils are included as submitted in the initial applica-
tion. Classification of the soils are also included in the
SCS report-

sl,c17 /LI
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RIP-RAP SPILLWAY

BORROW AREA
FOR EMEANKMENT

HAUL
ROAO

NATURAL SOIL

d{ilHtu

___\t_\\

^r'1,

o
o
E
J
f,

-

\
\

(STOCKPILE)

NOTE: UATERIAL FOR EMBANKMENT TAKEN
IMMEDIATELY UPSTREAM OF
EMAANKMENT TO PROVIOE NEEDEO
STORAGE CAPACITY.

NATURAL'GROUND-

Ii SLOPE

\l\to. Ii1", I\-l
PLAN \

cffir
-l01-, -SPILLWAY WITH R|P-RAP7-1,/

RIP.RAP SPILLWAY

-I-cHANN€L,sroNe suE

.NOTE: VELOCITY OF WATER IN SPILLWAY
AASEO ON MANNINGS FORMULA .
RIP-RAP SIZE ESTIMATEO TNTING

HYORAULIC DESIGN. OF STILLING
AASNS ANO ENERCY OISAPATORS.
AUREAU OF RECLAMATION
MONOGRAPH }25.

818 t.f 3.AO

D6O-24"

6()'

(f.8'PCAK SToRIO:.75
STOAAGE CAPACITY: T.O ACfT
(TOYR24HR.EVENT)

SPILLWAY

SECTION B-B
(Not to scale) EXHIBIT G

SEDIMENT POND
UTTLE MOUNTAIN QUARRY SITE

PORTLAND CEMENT COMPANY OF UTAH

SECTION A-A
(Not to Scale)
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Table I

ESTIMATED COSTS FOR RECLAI'IATION SCHEDULE

LITTLE MT. QUARRY, TOOELE, COUNTY
(REF: Item 27, Form MR-l)

Est- Cost
(Days) (1085 cYS) EquiPmentItem

27 L-

B.

Note 1:

DescriPtioo

Cl-eanuP/removal of
Structures

Backfill, grading'
contouring

Topsoil redistribution
Revegetation

Labor
Safety and fencing
Reseediog

Total

$ 8,390

5, O34

L,342
5, O34

4,O27
L,678

s25,5O5

Dozer/I'oader

Dozet/Grader

Loader
Tiller, Disc,

Seeder, Tractor
(included in A-D)
Backhoe
TiIIer' Seeder,Tractsor

Cost estimate is based on current hourly rates for
;;;;r- ($12s1 ' i;"4;; ($100! ' srader. ($12s) ' back-
hoe ($50) and .;;;;;l"tion equifment. (iL2sl' Esti:
.itd'includes the hourly cost pfY:-interest rate
increase for the 10 yeai permil life' Fencing
costs are at $2/foot X 8078 feet'

Note 2: We understand that the security guarantee bond

willbebasedo,,th"reclamationestimate,length-
- -.* p"r*it (10 y""i"i ind the 1984 j.nterest rate of

6. ?-Bi adjusted- to 1985 ' !

Note 3: Esti-mated costs may be adjusted when compared to
the Rental Rate Sii," Book during evaluation by
DOGM.

sI,cl 9 / LO

EXHIBIT H

sl,cl 9 | Lo
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SPRING ON PATENTED LANDS IN SEK SECTION 20

CHANNEI, ALONG DRAINAGE NET.SECTION 20

PHOTO PLATE
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PAD EQUIPMENT STORAGE AREA LOOKTNG WEST

QUARRY MINING AREA WITH BENCHES AND HIGH WAIL _ LOOKTNG EAST
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ACCESS ROAD AND STOCKPILE -LOOKING SOUTH
(Note thin top soil cover)
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PHOTO PLATE 4

STOCKPTLE AND ACCESS ROAD
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SEDTMENT POND DRAINAGE GULLEY I'OOKING NIT
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EMBANKMENT AREASEDII'{ENT POND
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I,IIDDLE BYPASS HAUL ROAD TO BE RECLAIMED -

- LOOKING NW

LOOKING

PHOTO PLATE B

LOWER BYPASS HAUL ROAD TO BE RECLAIMEDn
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SEDTMENT POND AREA NEAR HAUL ROAD LOOKING NW

i:.{ii:r.iAn i8ltslF
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RECLAIMED - LOOKING NORTH

PHOTO PLATE 9

UPPER BYPASS HAUL ROAD



\

3

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I



/

t
e

ralnr I<Htot#l

ffir3ff r
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
t
I
I
I
I



I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

Associate Director, Mining

DWH4b
Enclosures
cc:RichardGuarini,Nationa|UnionFire|nsuranceCo.

G|enE.Ful|er,Lega|CounseUUtahPort|andQuarries,|nc.
M045005.2

on oquot opoo(lun{Y ofittlalq(

k:,f,ffi

I
Norman lL B{gerr.r

G@anoa

Dee'C- Hmen
Etcutic Dirsr

Dimne R Nielson, Ph-D'
Divilioo DiG@r

State of Utah
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

DMSION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

355 Wesl North Temple

3 Triad Center. Suile 350

Sah Lake Cily. utah 84180-1203

80r -538-5340

Mr. AshbY Decker
Lone Stai/Utan Portland Quarries, Inc'

615 West 800 South
Salt Lake CitY, Utah 84104

Dear Mr. Decker:

Re:

March 25, 1991

SincerelY,

on Febru ary 28,1991, the Board of oil, Gas and Mining formally approved the

amount and form of replacement reclamation sureties provided by Lone Star

lndustries, Inc./Utah Portland Quarries, Inc. for the uttle Mountain & Quarry Antone

Mines. Please finJ enclosed: copies of the Board package information' the executed

Reclamation Contracts, and the replacement surety bonds'

Thank you and Mr. Glen E. Fuller for your cooperation anf patience in

compreting these permitting actions. we wili rerease and return the original sureties to

Ms. Carol A. Lang, Corporite Insuranie Administrator, per her instructions' lf you

have any questions please feel free to contact me, or d' W"yn" Hedberg' Supervisor'

of the Minerals Regulatory Program'
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BEFORETTIEBOARDOFOIL,GAS,AIIDMINING
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

In the Matter of the Request for Agency

Action by Utah Portland Quarries, Inc', for an

Extension of the Suspension Period under the

ApprovedNotice of Intention for the Little
Mountain Quarry Mining Operation in

Tooele County, Utah

Affidavit of Harry M. PhiliP

Docket No.

N/V0451005

I, Harry M. PhiliP, declare as follows:

1. I make this affidavit on personal knowledge'

2. I am the vice President of Manufacturing Services for Lone Star

Industries, Inc. (..Lone Star"). I am also a Vice president of Utah Portland Quarries,

Inc. ("Utah Portland"), a wholly owned subsidiary of Lone star' I have worked for

Lone Star or its subsidiaries in various capacities for approximately twenty years'

3. Utah Portland's primary asset is mineral deposits and land in Tooele

County, Utah, suitable for the quarrying and manufacture of cement products'

4. Lone Star, utah Portland's parent company' is headquartered in

Indianapolis, lndiana. Lone Star currently owns and operates' through various

subsidiaries, ftve cement plants and associated quarries in the Midwest and the

4861 80. I

STATE OF UTAH
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southwest and a slag-grinding and storage facility in New orleans' It also holds a

25o/o interest in a cement plant in Kentucky. To distribute its products, Lone Star

operates 16 distribution terminals and fleets of river barges and rail cars' The

company,s customers include ready-mix and pre-stressed concrete makers and

highwaY builders.

5.InmycapacityasVicePresidentlamfamiliarwithandinvolvedin

Lone Star',s strategic planning, including its plans to expand into new markets and to

buitd new cement Plants'

6.IamfamiliarwiththeUtahPortlandquarrypropertiesinTooele

county, including the Quarry Antone and the Little Mountain Quarry' The quarries

are about six miles south of I-g0 and a few m'es west of Grantsville, utah' in the

foothills of the Stansbury Mountains, and are approximately a mile and a half apart' I

have visited these two quarries on several occasions over the last few years'

T.oneofmyvisitstothequarries,onMarch2T,2o02,wasinthecompany

of Doug Jensen and Tom Munson, who are reclamation specialists with the Division

of oil, Gas and Mining ("Division"). Among those accompanying me on the visit

wasBrianBuck,anengineering,environmentalandreclamationconsultantwitha

local firm. Mr. Buck is also familiar with the quarries and has been retained by Lone

Startoassistitwithevaluationandpotentialreopeningofthequarries.Duringthis

486 I 80. I
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visit we discussed with Division staff the history, and the current condition and

permitting status of the quarries, as well as Lone Star's future plans for the quarries'

S.AttheendofthesitevisittheDivisionreclamationspecialistsinformed

me of their tentative conclusion that the two quarries were environmentally stable' did

not present public safety issues, and would not suffer from undergoing an additional

period of time without being fully reclaimed' They confirmed that conclusion in two

site inspection memoranda, dated April 3'd and June llth' 2002' which I have

reviewed.

g.TheQuarryAntoneandLittleMountainQuarrycontaindepositsof

minerars that are suitable for the manufacture of cement, incruding high calcium

rimestone and a shale that contains aluminum and other metals needed for the cement

manufacturing process. They are located a few miles south of another industrial

properly owned by Utah Portland near I-80 which has road and rail access and is a

suitable site for a cement Plant'

l0.Beginninginapproximatelylg8TfortheQuarryAntone,and1985for

Little Mountain Quarry, after receiving approval from the Division' Utah Portland

mined shale and limestone from the two euarries for use in utah Portland's cement

plant located in Salt Lake City, Utah'

486180.1
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11. In the spring of 1988, Utah Portland suspended mining operations at the

Quarry Antone and operation of its cement plant in Salt Lake city due to a number of

business factors, including financial difficulties at utah portland and Lone star'

These financial difflrculties resulted, in part, from significant costs incurred by Lone

star for the assessment and cleanup of cement kiln dust which had been disposed by

utah Portland prior to Lone Star's acquisition of that company'

12. These financial difficulties drove Lone Star into bankruptcy proceedings

and continued until lggl,when Lone Star emerged from chapter 11 reorganization'

In connection with the resulting restructuring and downsizing, Lone star's main office

was moved from Stamford, Connecticut, to Indianapolis, Indiana, and many of Lone

Star,s employees left the company' including the employee with primary

responsibility for the Quarry Antone and the Little Mountain Quarry' During this

same time many of the files relating to the two quarries were also lost' In effect'

during this time of financial difficurty and reorganization Lone Star lost track of the

permittingstatusoftheQuarryAntoneandtheLittleMountainQuarry.

13.ByletterdatedApril3,200l,theDivisionnotifiedLonestarthatthe

Division had reviewed the status of the Quarry Antone and Little Mountain Quarry

and had determined the quarries had been inactive since approximately 1988' The

letter said that Lone Star needed to take action to secure an extension of the suspended

4
486180.1
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status of the reclamation permits for the quarries, to avoid the possibility of having to

completelY reclaim the quarries'

14. Since receipt of the April 3'd letter, Lone Star and utah Portland have

been working cooperatively with the Division to secure an extension of the

reclamation permits for the quarries in suspended status. During that time we retained

a reclamation consultant and an attorney in utah to assist us in our effort to review

and extend the permits for the quarries; conducted a joint site visit with Division

reclamation speciarists to assess the environmental and safety condition of the two

quarries; reassessed and updated the estimated cost of reclaiming the quarries and

reached an agreement with the Division on the amount of such costs; posted and

obtained Division approvar of repracement bonds and new reclamation contracts for

the two quarries in the agreed-upon dollar amounts; and submitted and obtained

Division approval of a minor amendment to the permit for the Little Mountain Quarry

in order to rectiff the disturbed acreage frgure in the original Notice of Intent with the

Division' s recent on-the-ground estimate'

l5.Mostrecently,inresponsetodirectionfromtheDivisioninaletterdated

lune 24, z*'z,Lone Star and utah portland have prepared and submitted a Request

forAgencyActionseekingapprovalbytheBoardofoil,GasandMiningfora|rve

4861 80.1
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year extension of the permits for the two quarries in suspended status. This Affidavit

was prepared in support of that Request.

16. Lone Star and Utah Portland seek extension of the permits, in continued

suspended status, because they hope to reactivate mining operations at the Quarry

Antone and Little Mountain Quarry within the next several years, in connection with

either a new cement plant or with an aggregate or similar building material mining

operation.

17. The cement plant would be owned and operated by Utah Portland and

would use material mined from the quarries as raw material for the cement. While

construction of such a plant is subject to a strengthening of the economy and other

contingent business factors, Lone Star remains interested in reestablishing an active

presence in the cement business in Utah and the Intermountain West.

18. Lone Star and Utah Portland are also interested in potential joint

ventures or leases with local aggregate, sand and gravel, brick or other similar

companies to mine material at the quarries that is not suitable for cement manufacture,

which would expose the limestone and other cement-grade materials for future mining

by Utah portland. While negotiations for such a venture at Quarry Antone with a

local brick company recently fell through, Lone Star continues to be approached by

third parties interested in such ventures, and continues to look for opportunities in this

regard which also could result in reopening the quarries in the near to mid term.

486180.1
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19. In light of these plans and possibilities for reactivating the two quarries'

and given the current stability and safety of the two quarry sites and the Division's

conclusion that foregoing final recramation wil not cause the sites to deteriorate, it

would be inefficient and wastefur to require Utah portrand or Lone Star to reclaim the

sites now. Based on the current recramation cost estimates it could cost utah Portland

and Lone Star over $100,000 to fully reclaim the two sites, which will effectively be

wasted money if the quarries are reopened within the next five years as Lone Star

hopes theY will be.

Executed tnis }tl' day of Septembet, 2002'

STATE OF INDIANA

COUNTY OF HAMILTON

SUBSCzuBED and SWORN to before me this %'day of September'

2002.

Residing at:

My Commission ExPires: / ^ 44t

)
: SS.

)

7

M. Philip

NOTARY PUBLIC

486 I 80. I
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ga
Michael O. lrantt

. Govemor

Kathleen Clarke
Executive Director

lawell P. Braxton
Division Director

^. ) .1 -r'r. r 'l

State'of lItah
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAI RESOURCES
DTVISION OF OIL. GAS AND MINING
1594 West North Temple, Suite l2lo
PO 8ox 145801

Salt Laks City. Utah 84114-5801

801 -538-5340

801-359-3940 (Fax)

801 -s38-7223 CrDO)

April3,200l

CERTIFIED RETURN RECEIPT
7000 0520 0021 7582 8869

Mr. Vincent Smith
[,one Star Industries, [nc.

t0401 North Meridian Street Suite 400

lndianapolis, Indiana 46290

Re: Ouarnr Inactivitv. Utah Portland Ouanies- Antone Ouarry OW045/021) and Little Mountain

Limestone Ouarr.v OvI/045/005). Tooele CounW- Utah

Dear Mr. Smith:

The Division has recently reviewed the status of the Antone (MJ045/02I) and Little Mountain

Limestone (N{/045/005) Quanies. The annual reports submitted to the Division states that the quarries have

been inactive since 1988.

Rule R647-4-117.4 of the Utah Mined Land Reclamation Act states:

. Large Mining operations that have been approved for an extended suspension

period will be re-evaluated on a regular basis. Additional interim reclamation or

stabilization measures may be required in order for a large mining operation to

remain in a continued state of suspension. Reclamation of a large mining

operation may be required after 5 (five) years ofcontinued suspension. The

Division will require complete reclamation of the mine site when the

suspension period exceeds I0 years, unless the operator appeals to the Board
prior to the expiration ofthe I0 year period and shows good causefor a

longer suspension period.

Because these sites have been inactive for a period beyond that which requires reclamation (ten

years), the Division hereby requests a written response from Lone Star Industries explaining why the Division

should not require immediate reclamation of these two sites. If an extended period of suspension is desired,

then your request must be presented before the Board of Oil. Gas and Mining.

If Lone Star Industries chooses to extend the suspension period, the reclamation bonds presently

being held by the Division are overdue for a standard five-year reevaluation and escalation. Reclamation

bonds held by the Division are normally reviewed and escalated every frve years. This escalation process
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I Vincent Smithr 

wo45ro2rz& rwo45/oo5

r April3,2001

r
involves updating the reclamation costs for activitiies noted on the bond and escalation of the bond for

I inllation.

Presently a reclamation surety bond for $34,400 is being held for the Antone Quarry and $56,200

I for the Little Mountain Quarry. A standard adjustnent and five-year escalation to the bond amounts (year
I 2006 dollars) will become $48,300 and $78,800 respectively. This escalation will be necessary only if Lone

Star Industries chooses to retain active permits, rather than reclaim the current mine dishrbances-

I Please notifu the Division within 3 0 days of the date of this letter informing us of your intentions for
these permitted mine sites. If you have any questions, please call me at (801) 538-5286, or Doug Jensen at

I (801)538-5382. Thankyouforyourcooperationinthisregard.
I

I *xs,*l.r#:"ff*..

I

)

I
I
I

Sincerely.

. n lf
bt rq)ow>k'{l%.
D. wayne Hedberg 

'. (-/
Permit Supervisor
Minerals Regulatory Program

I
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7\

10401 N. Meri,lian St., Suite 4OO

lndianapolis,lN 46290
317_70683A0

May 14,2001

VIA FACSIMILE AND US MAIL

Mr. D. Wayne Hedberg

I Permit Supervisor
I State ofUtah

Department of Natural Resources

I Division of Oil, Gas and Mining
r 1594 West North Temple, Suite 1210

PO Box 145801

I Satt Lake ciry, utah 84114-5801
I

RE: Quarry Inactivity, Utah Portland Quarries, Antone Quarry (M/0451021) and Little

r Mountain Limestone Quarry (N{/045/005, Tooele County, Utah

r Dear Wayne:

I 
The purpose of this letter is to acknowledge your letter dated April3, 2001 concenning the

I above-referenced mines. A second purpose of this letter is to inform you I would be wor.king

I with our operations staff to understand th9 current status of these mines and recent activity at the

mines in order to prepare a written response to your request that we document our desire to retain

I active permits. I will provide you that written response as soon as we can put it together.

I
Please feel free to call me with any questions or comments at 3L7-706-3362.

t Sincerely,

/*.U*-
Gregory J. Morical
Assistant General Counsel

I
I
I 

KRK/srm

I
I -)
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10401 N. Mericlian St., Suite 400
lndianapolis,lN 46290

31 7_706_3300

July 6, 2001

Mr. D. Wayne Hedberg
Permit Supervisor
State of Utah
Department of Natural Resources
Division of Oil, Gas and Mining
1594 West North Temple, Suite 1210
PO Box 145801
Salt Lake city, utah 84114-5801

RE: Request for copies: Utah Portland Quarries, Antone Quarry M/0451021) and
Little Mountain Limestone Quarry W045/005), Tooele County, Utah

Dear Wayne:

The purpose of this letter is to request one copy of each of the files maintained by the
Division of Oil, Gas and Mining for the above-referenced quarries. As we discussed yesterday,
due to the move of the corporate headquarters of l,one Star Industries,Inc. from Stamford,
Connecticut to Indianapolis and the change in personnel at the corporate office, we have b,een
unable to locate a copy of our files on the above-referenced quarries. We would appreciatr: the
opportunit-v to review that information in order to be able to give you an acctuate and complete
response to your letter of April 3, 2001, concerning the suspension of activity at the two quarries.

I understand that there may be some fees involved in copying the files for two quarries. I
would ask that you make one copy of each file and mail the copies to my attention, along rvith an
invoice setting forth the amount of the fees to be paid to the division for the copy effort.

' 
'; :00i

t--]ivrstoN oF
3tl-. GA:l i.ND i\,4|N!NG



Mr. D. Wayne Hedberg
Page Two
July 6, 2001

' I appreciate your assistance with respect to this matter. If you should have any qur:stions
or corrunents, please do not hesitate to call me at 317-706-3362.

Sincerely,

/o"4r,-*-
Gregory J. Morical
Assistant General Counsel

cc: Harry Phillip

GJlWsrm
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201 South Main Str€et

Suit€ 1800

salt lake city, utah

a4lll-2218
Post Omc€ Box 45&)8

Sall lake CW' Umh

84145-0898

Tefephone 801 532-1234

Facsimile80l 536-6111

E-Mail: Pbl@Pblutah.com

D. Wayne Hedberg
Permit Supervisor
Mineral RegulatorY Pro gram

Division of Oil, Gas and Mining
1594 West North TemPle, Suite 1210

P. O. Box 145801

Salt Lake CitY, Utah 84114-5801

MJlWcvd
cc: Hany PhiliP

Greg Morical

Sincerely,
t-..-./ -,

)'(r(/-lt<
Michael J. Malmquist

A PRoFEssloNAt

LAw CoRPos rlofi

October 30,2001

MichaelJ. Mrlmquist

Direct Dial
(801) 536-66:,8

E-Mait
MMalmquiso@Pblutah com

Re: Antone Quany (M10451021) and Little Mountain Quany (lvl/045/005)

Dear Mr. Hedberg:

I am writing on behalf of Lone Star Industries ("Lone Star"), which my rlrm rrepresents'

Lone star desires to extend the suspension period on the above-referenced mines' whir;h it hopes

to reactivate within the next few years. We understand, based on your letter of April 3, 2001-and

subsequent phone conversatio.rr,ihut in order to extend the suspension period Lone Star needs to

work with the Division to update the amounts of the reclamation bonds for the mine's and

possibly to provide the Division with additional information regarding Lone Star's plars'

As a first step in that process, Lone Star is engaging a local reclamation consultant to

review the reclamation plan and cost estimates. Following the consultant's review' Lone Star

would like to meet with a representative of your office and, if you think it would be appropriate,

go on a site visit with that representative. we suggest a meeting/site visit date sometime during

the second week of December, assuming we do nJl"xp".i"nce derays in retaining an appropriate

consultant.

Assuming that the above-described course of action is acceptable, please co:ntact Hany

Philip at (317) 706-3303 to determine a mutually agreeable meeting date' tf you believe a

different course of action is advisabre, prease give me a calr. we look forward to wcrking with

you on this matter.
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10401 N. Meridian St.. Surte 400
lndianapolis,lN 46290

317-706_3300

March 18,2002

D. Wayne Hedberg
Permit Supervisor
Mineral Regulatory Program
Division of Oil, Gas and Miuing
1594 WestNorth Temple, Suite 1210
P- O. Box 145801
salt Lake city, urah 84rt+5801

Re: Antone Quarry (W0451O21) and Little Mountain Quarry M045/005)

Dear Wayne:

This letter serves fotrr purposes. First, it e:cplains the circumstancss behind Lone Star Industies,
Inc. (Lone Star) delayed request for extension of the permits for the above-referenced mines.
Second, it documents the rec€trt couftie of dealings between l-one Star and your office, the
Division of Oil, Gas and Mining (Division) regarding the two mines, and particularly regarding
efforts to extend the mining permits and update the reclamation.bonds. Thir4 it includes
updated estimates of reclasration costs pre,pared by Lone Star arrd its consultant, IBR
Environmental (IBR), for your review and consideration as the basis for new or supplemental
reclamation bonds forthe two mines. And fourttl, it requests that the Division extend the mining
permits for the two mines for an additional five-year term-

As you know, these four topics have been tbe subject of a series of phorre conversations and
written and e-ryail conespondence between re,p(esentatives of Lone Star and your office over the
last several\months. By mutual agreemenf Lone Star is summarizing those discussions in this
letter, and formally requesting extension of Lone Star's permits. Loue Star understands that the
Division is not likely to make a decision on this request urrtil after a site visit, which may not be
possible for a few weeks or months due to winter conditions.

De la-v_ed Extens ion Request

As you krtow, by letter of April 3, 200L the Division notified Lone Star ttrat it had reviewed the
status of the Antone and Little Mountain mines and determined they had been inactive since
1988, a period of more than l0 years, and that under Division regulations Lone Star was required
to make a showing as to why the mines should continue to be held in suspended status and not

453 I 68.1
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D. Wlyle HeCberg
Prge 2
March 18,2002

reclaimed. The primary reason that Lone Star did not make such a showing prior &o or during

1999 (or 2001) wasJthat during the relevant time period, Lone Star underwent a major corporate

reorganization which led to a move of corporate headquartgrs from Starnford, Connecticut to

Irrdianapolis, Indian4 and to a significant downsizing and change of persorruel. In the Process,
the staff person responsible for Lone Star's Utah properties left the company and some of the

relevant files for those properties were lost- In effect, during the period of corporate transition,

Lone Star lost track of the status of the Utah properties duing the relevant time period.

Recent Course of Dealings

By letrcr dated May l{, 2001, Lone Star respond.ed to the Division Uy 
""t 

oo*ledging receipt of
the Division's April 3d letter and informing the Division that Lone Star would institute a review

of the mines' status so that it could respond to the Division's request. In July 2001, Lone Star

wrote the Division twice, once to pay the annual permit fee for tfre two mines (July 3d), and once

to request a copy of the Division's permit filcs for the mines because Lone Star's initial review
indicited that iis files w€re incomplete (July 6e). Following receipt and rwicw of the fi,les, Lone

Star retained local counsel and contacted yoru office to set up a meeting and site visit as a first
step in the process for exte,nsion of the mine pernits, as confrmed by Lone Star in a letter to
your office dated October 30, 2001.

A meeting and site visit witn Division staffwas then scheduled but was postponed by mutual
agreement due to the onset of winter conditions. In the meantine, your staff requested that
pending resche,iluling of the meeting and site visit (which de,pends on the onset of spriug
conditions), Lone Star should review the reclamation plans and prepare updated reclamation cost
estimates for the mines, for consideration by the Division. In response, Lone Star retained JBR
Environmental, a local engineering firm, and perficrmed the requested reclamation cost review,
which is discussed below.

As you know, during the period of the above-referenced writte,n correspondence there were also

several e-mail and phone contacts between Lone Star with pu and your staff rcgarding these

sarne issues

Update.d Reclamation Cost Estiqates

Currently, t{e Division holds reclarration bonds posted by Ione Star for the Antone Quarry mine
in the amorurt of $34,400, and for the Little Mormtain Quarry mine in the asrount of $56,200.
For the Altone Quarry mine bond the cost estimate prior to application of the S-year escalation
factor was $29,700. For the Little Mountain audry mine bond, the pre-escdation cost estimate
was $45,791.

Lone Star and JBR have reviewed the reclamation plans and the existing cost estimates and have
calculated updated estimates using unit oosts based on cuffent constnrctron estirnating
guidebooks and recent contractor estimates. The justification for the updated cost estimates, and

a comparison to the existing estimates, is provided in Attachment I to this lener- la general, the
updated estimates utilize the same equipment and quantities that were used for the existing
bonds, with specified exceptions. For gyample, it was determined that tbe prior estimate did uot

453 168.1
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D. walile Fledberg
Pagc 3

March 18.2002

include cost .ttiT",::-. fior. highwall monitoring revegetation monitoring and rqporting,
contingencies' and rhobilization costs, so estimates were made for these items and added into the
total. In addition, the cost estimate for fencing was a-djusted to account for what appears to have
been an error in the original calculation of the amount of f.ncing that would be required.

Based on these and other considerations detailed in Attachment 1, the updated reclamation cost
estimate for the Aatone Quarry mine is 544,494; applying the Division'i current escalation rate
of 3.l2Yo, the 5-year escalated reclamation estimate ii $st,grz. The updated reclamation cost
estimate for the Lill9 Mountain Quarry mine is $59,055; applyrng the Division's current
escalation rate of 3.12o/o,the 5-year escalated reclanation estimate is $OS,AOt.

These are the updated, escalatd reclamation cost estimate amounts that [,one Star proposes for,
bonding Purposes for the two mines: $51,882 for the Antoue Quany mine and Seri,A6t for the
Little Mountain Quarry mine.

Extension of Mine Perrnits

Lone Star requests that the Division Extend the mining permits for the two pmperties, in
suspended status. In its clln€nt round of shategio !ti""ing, Lone Star is considering
constructing a cement pJant in Tooele within the next ir" yu.tr, *i"g one or both of the subjocl
qroperties to zupply necessary stone to the plants. as you how, T6oele County is one of the
{astest 

growing areas in Utatq and Lone Star believes tt ir gro*th presents signifrcant potential
for tle reopening and use of the mines. Lone Star also wrderstands that ,ori" of the existing
quaries-and pits that serve as sources for oement plants in the ate arenearing depletion or rr. ii
areas where continued Tunt{ ryni_ng approvals are somewhat urcertairL which strould provide
opportunities to supply those facilities wilh stone from the two propertics.

In addition, Lo{Ie Star has recerrtly been approached by a third party with a proposal to mine clay
or shale from either or both of the minei, under a ioint ,,enture or similar arrangement. If an
agreement can be rlched wit! f$s Pad)', and if the craterial turns out to be of commercial grade,
active mining could be apossibilityi" tlie relativelynear ftt're.

Based on the above, Lone. 
-stal 

requests that the Division extend ia permits for the Antone and
Little Mountain mines, said minesand permits to be in '.inactive. st"tt r for fre time Ueing. rn
connectioniyith the sam€' rone_Star proposes that the bond amounts for the two properties be
increased to the auroSnts specified 

"bot" 
($51,882 for ttre Antone miuo and $6g,g6l for theLittle Mountain mine), wrrich Lonc Star would acoomplish tbrough the posting of a replacement

bond or the posting of a zupplernental bond or bond rider with the Division for each mine.

Lone Star understands that prior to making a dccision on permit renewal, the Division still
desires to conduct a field inspection of thJ two mines wittr- Lone Star personnel, in order to
ensure there are no problematic conditions at the site, Lone Star ugr""s this would be
appropriate and stands rady to join the Division in such an inspectior, oi"u the site becomes
accessible and the snow cover has thinned to the point where heaningful observation of the
mines can be made.

451 I 68. I
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. D- $/aync Hcdberg
?tge 4
March l8, 20O2

Thank you for your consideration of this letter and of Lone Star's request for extension of its

mine permits. w"l.U;;f;;; working with you and your office in this matter'

451168.1

03/26/2oo? TUE 09:07 ITX/RX NO 88831
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lenvironmental conzultants, inc.
8160 Sourh Highlend Drivc . Sandy, UReh 84093 . (S0t) 94t-41 44. Far(glt) 942-rg1z

March 7,2002

Mr. Harry Philip
Vice President or Manufacturing Services' Lone Star lndustfies, Inc.
10401 N. Meridian Street
lndianapolis, lN 46290

RE: Little Mountain and Antone euarries, Tooele County, Utah

Dear Mr. Philip:

We have completed our review of the reclamation plan files for the Litfle Mountain and
Antone quarries in Tooele County, Utah. We reviewed the reclamaUon plans against the
current Utah Division of Oil, Gas, and Mining regulations (DOGM) (Rut'e R04fu, Large
Mining Operationgl to identify any regulatory issues that might ne"O' to be addressed at
this time if Lone Star Industries intends to extend life of thes6 permits. We atso updated
the reclamation cost estimates. The following items were noieworthy for review'in thi"
report:

1. We do not.s.qe. any deficiencies in the approved mining and reclamation plans that
would need to be changed before submiiting a revisedleclamation cost estirnate to
DOGM.

2- We prepared the aftached cost estimates using the same quantities and methods
last used by Lone Star. The tables show the previour co"i estimate prepared for
each'property and the new one. We also show the existing bond amount for each
.qloperty. The second sheet of the estimate provides some explanatory information.
We have generally kept the equipment anil quantities the.sime as the previous
estimates but have updated the unit costs based on current construction estimatingguidebooks and recent contractor estimates

3' Both the Liftle Mountain and Antone permits include a variance from R647 4-111.7
which allows highwalt slopes at the quarries to be left at an angle steeper than 45degrees- The variance requests disiussed monitoring th- frigtr-walls on a periodic
basis- The previbus estimates did not include an allo*an"L for this monitoringactivity. We have included three 

'annual 
survey 

"urnt" 
to accomplish thismonitoring in our new cost estimates

4' Rule'R6474-111.13 describes the g"nur"i revegetation requirements forsuccdssful reclamation and indicates that the reveg"etation must meet certaincharacteristics three years following the reclamation bJfore DOGM will consider thereclamation complete- This would require a revegetation inspection and report to

Corponrc Oficc. Sandy, Utah
(80r)943lr41

ex (8011 942-1852

Ccd* Gty, Utri
(43r6z.tre5

Fax(4ZS\ 662-7106

Rcno, Ncvade

(nr747-5m
Fu V7r)747-2177

Eko, Naade
07r7w8766

Boislc, Idaho
(208) 6u4883

F.v /"60\ c<l noet
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DOGM in the third year following the seeding for each property. We have included
$1,200 for this in our new cost estirnates for each site.

5' The past fencing estimate for Littte Mountain showed g,078 tinear feet beingrequired although the permit 
.areg boundary is about +,sOo iin""r feet tong. Frominspection of the maps for this site we cannot determinb *rly'ir,. larger iriantity offencing was included in the previous cost estimate. We have used the smallerquantity in our new reclamation cost bstimate.

6' DOGM typicatiy includes a contingency amount in reclamation cost estirnates tocover unexpected cosls. This waq done for the prwious Antone reclamation costestimate but not for the l-ittle Mountain one. We have included a h}%*nting;vfor both new cost estimates.

7' The previous reclamation cost estimates did not include.any gosts for mobilizationof the equipment to the sites. This may be appropriate for active mines withqquipment on site at the end of operationj but for the cugent inactive condition of
!'9th quhnies, we think a moderate mob/deroL 

"o"ti.-"-pp-.opri.t" 
and $1,000 forthis has been added to the new cost estimates for each siie.

The second sheet of the estimate provides descriptions of the reasons why we selectedthe unit costs used in our new cost estimates

' Please let me know if you have any questions or comments on this information.

cc: M. Malmquist, PB&L
B. Fuller, JBR

ehcl.

Vice President

03/26/2002 TUE 09:07 ITX/RI N0 8883I
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NOTE A - linear feet of fencing uged in 19ES €Etimgte
I NOTE B - tinear feet of tencing used in 2002 cstimet€

I

I Loneslarrcctamcostestirnatel 'xtg

I
3t11tO211:12 NA

MOUNTAIN COST ESTIMATE
inal E€limar€ ,|985 2resent Estimat€ 2002 EQur0nlent

hou16 oner unn3 /unit @sl $/unil cort $

'/r€rrrcval Ot 40 r.4f, 12-978 44, 13.768 lozer. losder
lvuclures

lsckfill. grAdinO. 3 05 96 tozcr, OrAd€r
lo

d drsmutuon E 142-4 t1 14 172 )ider

blion 20 actcS 241-t 5.O34 365-m 7,3 rr, ctrsc.

ro€d€r. lrEct/or
/ & lencho 8078 (A) ti 2.6 5A o8 13.E€tt

4500
+ lertlrzer n acreS 21o-fi 4,200 6€6d and tertilbet

mobr'de.nob .umo sum

Po9l minino rionilorinq .umD Sutn r00 trs suf\oinq and
Eveqetation inspoct

Suts I O TAL 45.791

lc€ncv (1O%) 5.369

TQTAL 45.791 59.

ANTONE COST .STIMAIE
inal gluoy 1gts/ ,resont Etudv 2002

nou|3 olher unib cost gur ms
Dozer 40 7.71 7 toz€r

Load€r Q 9Z.O( ,uo t4E.4E oaoef

14G Srader 40 4, 1a4.3! f:j4 qradet

Reve0relatian 13.3 actes 300. 4, 4.855 rr. disc.
!t. ltitctot

2500 iln. q. 2-U 10 7.7ffi

.lenili2dr 13.3 acfeS 315.8( 4 211 /93 r€€d snd fenilA8r

floQ o. .umo Sum 1.000

Poet minanq oronitorino 0.o -urno sum 800 a Yrs survevlno and
I InsDccl.

SUBTQTAL 27.OO Q.449

rEcncv (tOo/L) 2.i x5
rOTAL 44.494
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NOTE 1 equipment equip $/hr lMeans 2OO2 ref operator $lhr labor $/hr lotal

Jozer D-7 121.E6t01s90-?.A0426A 31.2e 44.65 197.71

oader Cat 950 70.63101590-200-4730 31.2C t4.6i 146.48

lorader Cal 14 92.50tO1590,20U1920 31.20 44.65 168_31

)actftoe 51_881O159G2m-0470 31.X, 44.65 1ZI.

f,perator rate includes frinoes- Means 2002 oaoe 355

Labor rate escalated from 1985 rate ot 29.25 to 2002 rate o 44.65 usinq Means cost index paqe 419

NOTE 2 =encing msts based on the averaEe sf three vendor estlmal es obtained q 1f231O2, Mountain States
Fence , First Fence Co-, and Westem Fence Co-

NOTE 3 levegetation includes drill seeding ($205/acre and mulchino ($160/acrel These rates are from cunent
DOGM rale sheet.

Seed cost was obtained from Granite Seed Co {$l2(Vacrel

fertrlEer (590/a6e) was obtained from lhe qunent DOGM rate sheet.

cll revegetation work should be accomolished in the iall.

NOTE 4 10"6 Contingency added to Little Mountain estimate. ltwas suggested on DOGM rate sheet.

NOTE 5 Mobilization & dernobilization added to both estimatss. $1fi)0 per DOGM rate sh t.

NOTE 6 Post mining monitoring consisted of 3 years sloDe stabiliV monitorlnq @ 8O0 per year. In additbn,
l$1,200 for revegetatjon inspecilion and reoort at end of three \,ears.

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
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I

311110211:.12AM

03/26/2002 TUE 09:07

notes

TOTAL P.A9
tTx/Rx No 88831

LoneStarreclamcostestirnate 1 .xls
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ga
Michael O. bavitt

Governor

Kathleen Clarke
Executive Director

Lowell P. Braxton
Division Director

TO:

FROM:

RE:

Date of lnspection:
Tirne of lnspection:
Conditions:
Participants:

State of lltah
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
DIVTSION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING
1594 West North Ternple, Suite 1210

PO Box 145801

San Lake City, Utah 84114-5801

801-538-5340

801359-3940 (Fax)

801-s38-7223 (rDD)

April3,2002

Minerals File

Doug Jensen, Senior Reclamation Specialist@," ..-

Site Antone & Mountain 5/005 &

Marclr 27.2002
l:00 P.M.
Clear. Sunny & Breezy
Harry Philip, Greg Morical, Rod Sirnmons - Lolre Star Industries: Mike

Malmquist - PB&LI Brian Buck - JBR, Tom Munson, Doug Jenseu - UDOGM

Purpose of Inspection: Review Inactive Status & Bond Adequacl' of Sites

Background:
The ilspection of these sites was a result of a Divisiott letter requesting updated

iuformation needed for escalation of the bonds presently being held for each site. This letter also stated

t6at because these sites had been inactive for a period beyoud that vvhich requires reclanratiolt (ten years)

tlre Divisiol requested a written response explaining why the Division should ttot require imtnediate

reclamatiou of botlr sites.

Lole Star has requested an additional five-year extensiott (letter attached) of the rule

requiring reclamation of these sites (the sites lrave beeu inactive since 1988). Tlte cotnparly is requesting

this extelsion to allorv tfie company to evaluate the future potential of these properties. Future plans for

Lone Star may include the construction of a cement plant in tlris area. lf these platts come into fruition

these two sites would provide essential feedstock for these plant

JBR Environmental Consultauts, lnc was retaiued by Lone Star to check the bond

estintates calculated for tlrese two sites and recalculate the costs to todal''s equiptnent and labor costs- A

bond aurount for each site was calculated r-rsing tlre Means cost ittdex. Tlte attrouttt to reclaitn the Little
Mouutain Quarry rvas $59,055 and Quarrl,Antone rvas $44,494. These costs do ttot itrcltrde atr

escalation factor used by the Division to accor-rlt for inflation durirrg tlte tertll of tlre bond (5 years).

Bond amounts have Lreen calculated by tlre Divisiorr utilizing cost atrd labor factors

furnished by JBR. A copy of these surety estitnates are attaclred.

Tooele Countv. Utah
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Site Inspection
I M/o4s1oo5 &Mto4s/ozl
f April3,2002

f Observations:
The first site visited was the Quarry Antone. Tlre pit at this site was formed by utilizing

I a slot type method of mining, the slot is - 30 feet wide at the floor. A limestone bedding plane standing

I at-70 degrees forms the south highwall of the slot and is very stable. The north highwall is formed of a
shale and stands at - 80 degrees and does show signs of minor spalling. There is one small dump

I located on the site that has become overgrown with rabbit brush. The entire site with the exception of

I the.pit bottom, the highwalls, a small puslr-up area and the access road has naturally revegetated itself
and the site shows no evidence of erosion problems.

l.
I Little Mountain Quarry was visited next. This site is also appears to be very stable. The

rtrining method used at this site is renroval of a hillside. A limestone bedding plane standing at -70
r degrees form a very stable highrvall at this quarry.

I There are two rvaste disposal areas associated with this quarry; the durnp slopes on each

area have become naturally revegetated since the site became inactive. The quarry highwall, floor, the

I stock pile area, a srnall silt pond and tlre access road are the only areas at the site tltat have not become
I overgrowtr since this miniug area becarne inactive. These fbatures fornr a small portion (-4 to 5 acres) of

the overall disturbance associated with this site.

t Conclusions and Recommendations:
Both sites appear very stable witlr no slope stability or erosion probletns. Due to lack of

I any mining activity since 1988. uruch of the disturbed areas at botlr sites have become naturally

I revegetated.

I Allowing these sites to renrain for an additional five-year period should trot result in any

I significarrt onsite or offiste environurental impacts or public health and safety concerns to the

surrounding area.

I
it)

- 
Attachment: Lone Star rcquest letter

I cc: Harrl' Philip. Lone Star
I Mike Malmquist, PB&L

O:\M045-Tooele\M4i-05&2 I -03272002-ins.doc

I

I

I

I
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LONE STAR /,NDUSTRIES, INC,

March 18,2002

D. Wayne Hedberg
Permit Supervisor
Mineral Regulatory Program
Division of Oil, Gas and Mining
1594 West North Temple, Suite 1210

P. O. Box 145801

Salt Lake City, Utah 84114-5801

Re: Antone Quarry (M10451021) and Little Mountain Quarry (M/045/005)

Dear Wayne:

This letter serves four purposes. First, it explains the circumstances behind Lone Star Industries,

Inc. (Lone Star) delayed request for extension of the permits for the above-referenced mines-

Second, it documents the recent course of dealings between Lone Star and your office, the

Division of Oil, Gas and Mining (Division) regarding the two mines, and particularly regarding

efforts to extend the mining pirmits and update the reclamation bonds. Third, it includes

updated estimates of reclamition costs prepared by Lone Star and its consultant, JBR

Environmental (JBR), for your review and-consideration as the basis for new or supplemental

reclamation bonds for the two mines. And fourth, it requests that the Division extend the mining

permits for the two mines for an additional five-year term.

As you know, these four topics have been the subject of a series of phone conversations and

written and e-mail 
"orr".porrience 

between representatives of [.one Star and your office over the

last several months. By mutual agreement, Lone Star is summarizing those discussions in this

letter, and formally requesting extension of [,one Star's permits. Lone Star understands that the

Division is not likely to make a decision on this request until after a site visit, which may not be

possible for a few weeks or months due to winter conditions.

Delaved Extension Request

As you know, by letter of April 3, 2001 the Division notified I-one Star that it had reviewed the

status of the Antone and Little Mountain mines and determined they had been inactive since

1988, a period of more than t0 years, and that under Division regulations Lone Star was required

to make-a showing as to why the mines should continue to be held in suspended status and not

10401 N. Meridian St, Suite 400
lndianapolis,lN 46290

317-7064340

451 168.1
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D. Wayne Hedberg
Page 2

March 18,2002

reclaimed. The primary reason that Lone Star did not make such a showing prior to or during

1999 (or 2001) was that during the relevant time period, Inne Star underwent a major corporate

reorganization which ted to a move of corporate headquarters from Stamford, Connecticut to

Indianapolis, Indiana, and to a significant dowraizing and change of personnel. ln the process,

the staff person responsible for Lone Star's Utah properties left the company and some of the

relevant fito for those properties were lost. In effect, during the period of corporate transition,

Ione Star lost tack of the status of the Utatr properties during the relevant time period.

Recent Course of Dealinss

By letter dated May 1!, 2}Ol,tone Star responded to the Division by acknowledging receipt of
the Division's April 3d letter and informing the Division that Lone Star would institute a review

of the mines' status so that it could respond to the Division's request. In July 2001, Lone Star

wrote the Division twice, once to pay ttle annual permit fee for the two mines (Juty 3m), and once

to requesr a copy of the Division's permit files for the mines because Lone Star's initial review

indicated that its files were incomplete (July 6ft). Following receipt and review of the files, [-one

Star retained local counsel and contacted your offtce to set up a meeting and site visit as a first

step in the process for extension of the mine permits, as confirmed by Lone Star in a letter to

your office dated October 30,2001.

A meeting and site visit with Division staff was then scheduled but was postponed by mutual

ugr""*eni due to the onset of winter conditions. In the meantime, your staff requested that

pending rescheduling of the meeting and site visit (which depends on the onset of spring

conditions), Lone Star should review the reclamation plans and prepare updated reclamation cost

estimates for the mines, for consideration by the Division. [n response, Lone Star retained JBR

Environmental, a local engineering firm, and performed the requested reclamation cost review,

which is discussed below.

As you know, during the period of the above-referenced written correspondence there were also

several e-mail and phone contacts between [,one Star with you and your staff regarding these

same issues.

Uodated Reclamation Cost Estimates

Currently, the Division holds reclamation bonds posted by Lone Star for the Antone Quarry mine

in the amount of $34,400, and for the Little Mountain Quarry mine in the amount of $56,200.

For the Antone Quarry mine bond, the cost estimate prior to application of the 5-year escalation

factor was $29,700. For the Little Mountain Quarry mine bond, the pre-escalation cost estimate

was $45,791.

[,one Star and JBR have reviewed the reclamation plans and the existing cost estimates and have

calculated updated estimates using unit costs based on current construction estimating

guidebooks and recent contractor estimates. The justification for the updated cost estimates, and

a comparison to the existing estimates, is provided in Attachment 1 to this letter. In general, the

updated estimates utilize the same equipment and quantities that were used for the existing

bonds, with specihed exceptions. For example, it was determined that the prior estimate did not

453 I 68.1
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D. Waync Hedberg
Pagc 3
March 18.2002

include cost estimates for highwall monitoring, revegetation monitoring and reporting,
contingencies, and mobilization costs, so estimates were made for these items and added into the
total. In addition, the cost estimate for fencing was adjusted to account for what appears to have
been an error in the original calculation of the amount of fencing that would be required.

Based on these and other considerations detailed in Attachment 1, the updated reclamation cost
estimate for the Antone Quarry mine is $44,494; applying the Division's current escalation rate
of 3.l2Yo, the S-year escalated reclamation estimate is $51,882. The updated reclamation cost
estimate for the Little Mountain Quarry mine is $59,055; applying the Division's current
escalation rate of 3.l2Vo,the S-year escalated reclamation estimate is $68,861.

These are the updated escalated reclamation cost estimate amounts that lnne Star proposes for
bonding purposes for the two mines: $51,882 for the Antone Quarry mine and $68,861 for the
Little Mountain Quarry mine.

Extension of Mine Permits

[,one Star requests that the Division extend the mining permits for the two properties, in
suspended status. In its current round of strategic planning, Lone Star is considering
constructing a cement plant in Tooele within the next five years, using one or both of the subject
properties to supply necessary stone to the plants. As you know, Tooele County is one of the
fastest growing areas in Utah, and Lone Star believes this growth presents significant potential
for the reopening and use of the mines. Lone Star also understands that some of the existing
quarries and pits that serve as sources for cement plants in the area are nearing depletion or are in
areas where continued county zoning approvals are somewhat uncertain, which should provide
opportunities to supply those facilities with stone from the two properties.

In addition, Lone Star has recently been approached by a third party with a proposal to mine clay
or shale from either or both of the mines, under a joint venture or similar arrangement. If an
agreement can be reached with this party, and if the material turns out to be of commercial grade,
active mining could be a possibility in the relatively near future.

Based on the above, [,one Star requests that the Division extend its permits for the Antone and
Little Mountain mines, said mines and permits to be in "inactive" status for the time being. In
connection with the same, Lone Star proposes that the bond amounts for the two properties be
increased to the amounts specified above ($51,882 for the Antone mine and $68,861 for the
Little Mountain mine), which Lone Star would accomplish through the posting of a replacement
bond or the posting of a supplemental bond or bond rider with the Division for each mine.

[,one Star understands that prior to making a decision on permit renewal, the Division still
desires to conduct a field inspection of the two mines with Lone Star personnel, in order to
ensure there are no problematic conditions at the site. Lone Star agrees this would be
appropriate and stands ready to join the Division in such an inspection, once the siti: becomes
accessible and the snow cover has thinned to the point where meaningful observation of the
mines can be made.

4531 68.1
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D. Wayne Hcdberg

Pegc 4
March t8.2002

Thank you for your consideration of this letter and of Lone star's request for extension of its

mine permits. We look forward to working with you and your office in this matter'

453 r 68. I
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lfenvironmental consultants, inc. ' v
I I g160 Sou*r Highknd Drivc. Srndy, Utah 84093 . (801) 943-414{'F"x (801) 942-1S52

March 7,2002

Mr. Harry Philip
Vice President or Manufacturing Services
Lone Star Industries, Inc.
10401 N. Meridian Street
Indianapolis, lN 46290

RE: Little Mountain and Antone Quarries, Tooele County, Utah

Dear Mr. Philip:

We have completed our review of the reclamation plan files for the Little Mountain and

Antone quarries in Tooele County, Utah. We reviewed the reclamation plans against the
current Utah Division of Oil, Gas, and Mining regulations (DOGM) (Rule R6474. Large
Mining Operations), to identify any regulatory issues that might need to be addressed at
this time if Lone Star Industries intends to extend life of these permits. We also updated
the reclamation cost estimates. The following items were noteworthy for review in this
report:

1. We do not see any deficiencies in the approved mining and reclamation plans that
would need to be changed before submitting a revised reclamation cost estimate to
DOGM.

We prepared the attached cost estimates using the same quantities and methods
last used by Lone Star. The tables show the previous cost estimate prepared for
each property and the new one. We also show the existing bond amount for each
property. The second sheet of the estimate provides some explanatory information.
We nave generally kept the equipment and quantities the same as the previous
estimates but have updated the unit costs based on current construction estimating
guidebgoks and recent contractor estimates.-\

Both the Little Mountain and Antone permits include a variance from R6474-111.7
which allows highwall slopes at the quarries to be left at an angle steeper than 45
degrees. The variance requests discussed monitoring the highwalls on a periodic
basis. The previous estimates did not include an allowance for this monitoring
activity. We have included three annual survey events to accomplish this
monitoring in our new cost estimates.

Rule R647-4-111.13 describes the general revegetation requirements for
successful reclamation and indicates that the revegetation must meet certain
characteristics three years following the reclamation before DOGM will consider the
reclamation complete. This would require a revegetation inspection and report to

2.

3.

+̂.
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Corporatc Officc' Sandy, Utah
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0751 718-87(fi
Fax {775) 738-2264
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(208) 8t3{883
Fex (208) 8il{884



Please let me know if you have any questions or comments on this information'

Vice President

cc: M. Malmquist, PB&L
B. Fuller, JBR

encl.
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DOGM in the third year following the seeding for each property' We have included

$1,200 for tfris in our new cost estimates for each site'

5. The past fencing estimate for Little Mountain showed 8,078 linear feet being

requiied althorgi tn" permit area boundary is about 4,500 linear feet long' From

inspection of the maps for this site we cannot determine why the larger quantity of

fencing was included in the previous cost estimate. we have used the smaller

quantity in our new reclamation cost estimate.

6. DOGM typically includes a contingency amount in reclagnation cost estimates to

cover un"*p".i"d costs. This waidone for the previous-Antone reclamation cost

estimate but not for the L:ittle Mountain one. We irave included a 10% contingency

for both new cost estimates.

7. The previous reclamation cost estimates did not include any-costs for mobilization

of the equipment to the sites. This may be appropriate for active mines with

equipment on site at the end of operationi but foi ihe current inactive condition of

both'quarries, we think a moderat,e mob/demob cost is appropriate and $1,000 for

this has been added to the new cost estimates for each site'

The second sheet of the estimate provides descriptions of the reasons why we selected

the unit costs used in our new cost estimates.



NOTE A - linear feet of fenciog used in 1985 estimate

NOTE I - linear feet of fencing used in 2002 estitnate
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LITTLE MOUNTAIN COST ESTIMAI
ment

@sthours other units /unit cosl

emoval of 40 324.4 12.978 344,

llructJres

t05 366.1 8.786 Jozer. qrader
Bacldill. grading,
|ffidurino

sdl distibution E l,{ 1.1l() t14 1.1 oader

365.0C 7.300 er. drsc.
)n n acnes 251.tr

reeder. trador

)tv & fencing 807E (A) Ln. tt 16.: 3 13.86

4500 €)
ieed + ferlilizer 2 acfes 83.9C T6 z10.ql rco seed and fertilizer

-ump Sum t

Post mining monitoring 0.00 -umo Sum 3.600 vts su(vevino an(

)n insoect

SUBTOTAL 791 53.686

OY
noencv (10%) o.oc

TOTAL 45,79 I

LoneSlaneclamcostestimate 1 . xls
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NOTE 1 eouioment e,luio $/hr Means 2OO2 ret operator $/hr labor $/hr :otal

dozer D-7 121.86 11590-200-4260 31.20 44.65 197.71

oader Cat 950 70.63 D1 590-200-4730 31.2C 44.65 146.48

rrader Cat 14 92.50 0159G.200-1920 31-2C 44.65 168.35

backhoe tl.UU 0159G'200-(X70 31.20 44.65 tzt

Ooerator rate includes frinqes- Means 2002 oaqe 355

Labor rate escalated from 1 ffi 44.65 usinq Means cost index page 419

NOTE 2 stimates obtained on 1123t02, Mgqnleln glgtes

ence . First Fence Co.. and Westem Fence Co.

NOTE 3 Reveoetation includes drill seedino ($205/acre) and mulchinq ($160/acre These rates are from current

DOGM rate sheet.

Seed cost was obtained from Granite Seed Co ($12O/acre)

tertilizer ($90/acre) was obtained from the current DOGM rate sheet.

{ll reveoetation work should be accomolished in the fall.

NOTE 4 10% Continqencv added to Little Mountain estimate. lt was uggested on DOGM rate sheet.

NOTE 5 Mobilization & demobilization added to both estimates. $1000 per DOGN rate sheel

NOTE 6 Post mininq monitorinq consisted of 3 vears slooe stability monitoring i $800 oer vear. ln addition.

$1,200 for revegetation inspection and report at end of three years.

LoneStarreclamcostestimate 1 .xls 311'llO211:12 AM notes
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RECLAMATION SUREry ESTIMATE
Lone Star. Inc last revision o4lo'llo2

Little Mountain Quarry filename M045-005.W82 page "estimate D7"

M/045/005 Tooele CountY

Prepared by Utah State Division of Oil, Gas & Mining

-This bond calculated using unit and labor costs fumished by JBR Environmental Consultants, Inc.

to site conditions last unit cost update

-Amount of disturbed area which will receive reclamation treatments =
-Estimated total disturbed area for this mine =

20 acres
20 acres

Activity
Safety gates, signs, etc. (mtls & installation)

Clean-up & removal of structures

Backfi ll, grading, recontouring

seeding & fertilizer

Post mining monitoring

Equipment mobilization

Reclamation supervision

10% Contingency

Escalate for 5 years at2.82o/o per year

0 sum

40 hours

24 hours

8 hours

4500 lf

20 acres
20 acres

1 lump sum

'l equip

200

344

366

147

3.OB

365
210

3600

1000

386

Rounded surety amount in year 2007 $

cost per disturber acre = 3491
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RECLAMATION SURETY ESTIMATE
Lone Star lndustries, Inc last revrsron o4lo2to2

QUarry AntOne filename M045-021.W82 page "estrmate D7"

Mlo45lo21 Tooele CountY

by Utah State Division of Oil, Gas & Mining

-This bond calculated using unit and labor costs furnished by JBR Consultants, Inc.

Note: actual unit costs may vary according to site
-Amount of disturbed area which will receive reclamation treatments =

-Estimated total disturbed area for this mine =
13.3 acres
13.3 acres

Activity
Safety gates, signs, etc. (mtls & installation)

Dozer

Cat 950 Loader

'l4G Grader
facilities areas (1 ft depth)

scalate for 5 years at 2.82o/o per year

Ouantity Units
0 sum

40 hours

40 hours

40 hours
0 acre

13.3 acre

2500 lf

13.3 acres

1 lump sum

1 equip

$/unit
200

197.71

146.48

168.35
502

365

3.08

210

3600

1000

386

cost per disturber acre =

Rounded surety amount in year 2007 $
3749
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ga
Michael O. I*avitt

Governor

Robert L. Morgan
Executive Director

l,owell P. Braxton
Division Director

TO:

FROM:

RE:

Date of Inspection: June 4' 2002

Time of InsPection: 9:30 AM

State of TJtah
oEpamrvrENT oF NATURAL RESoURCES
brvrSroN oF oIL, cAS AND MINING
1594 Wesl North Temple, Suite 1210

PO 8ox 145801

salt Lake city. utah 84114-5801

(801) 538'5340 telephone

(801) 359-3940 lax

(8or) s38-7223 TTY

ww.nr.utah.gov
June I 1.2002

Minerals File'eL=-'/
Doug Jensen, Paul Baker, Reclamation SPecialists

Site Inspection. Lone Star lndustries.lnc-. Little Mountaiu Quarrv' M/045/005' QuarrY

Aitone. M/045/021. Tooele Countv. Utah

Corrditions:
Plrrt ic ipants

Wartn, Breezy
Doug Jcnsen, Pattl Bake r, DOCivl

Purpose of InsPection:
Lone Star Industries recently sent a letter to the Division requesting an extension of Rule

R647-4-117.4 which requires the reclamation of sites tltat ltave been in sttspetrsiotr for a period of Inore

tlra6 l0 years. The Division inspected tlre sites itt questiort to ascertain the overall site stability and to

assess reclamation bond adequacy for each'

Getting to the site:
The sites are located 34 miles west of Salt Lake off I-80 and 4 to 5 miles west of

Grantsvilte on State Route 138. Both sites are located on tlte south side of tlre road itt the low foothills'

Observations:
Because tlrese two sites are limestone quarries the sites do not present any environmental

problerns due to off-site coutamination. The natural limestone bedding plane has been utilized to form

itr" t.,ig1,*utls at both sites, therefore lrighwalls are very stable.

Both sites appear to have self-revegetated and there were trot atry signs of erosion at

either site. The vegetation in areas surrounding the sites is a sagebruslr/grass community with dominant

species including big sage, bluebunch wlreatgrlss, utah juniper, downy brome' and Sandberg bluegrass'

The topsoil piles at Quarry Antone *"." u"gltuted with crested wheatgrass and alfalfa- Dist'rbed areas

at botlr sites lrave r"lf-."ulg",ated with a dominant community of rabbitbrush'

T6ere are lnultiple piles of harvested soil at the Quarry Antone site. The atnottut of soil

harvested at the Little Mountain site appears to be Ininimal, amended over-burdetr material may have to

be used irr areas of tlre site requiring soil replacelnent'

WI:!
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A GPS survey rvas completed at both sites to document the disturbed acre footprint
at each site. The survey indicated that the Quarry Antone area of disturbance to be 11.65 acres;
this site is presently permitted to disturb 8 acres. The Little lVlountain Quarry survey shorved a
disturbance of 23.29 acres; this site is permitted to disturb an area of 20 acres.

Conclusions and Recommendations:

The bonds for each site were recently escalated to the year 2007. The escalated bond for
Quarry Antone was calculated to be $49,900 and Little Mountain bond was calculated at $69,900- The
writer has reviewed the reclamation plans for each site and feels that the bonds, as presently calculated,
will be suflicient to reclaim each area. This is mainly due to the fact that much of the disturbed areas at
each site has self revegetated with volunteer growth. Therefore, any attempt to reclaim some areas will
result in destroying more vegetation than the Division would require for vegetation release. However,
should [,one Star choose to expand the present plan to include any future mining areas, the present bond
will need to be reassessed because future rnining could possibly destroy areas at each site that have self
revegetated.

Because both sites are presently out of compliance, it is recommended that Lone
Star (1) irnrcnd the prescnt pcrtrrits to includc thc irdrlitir-ruirl ircrcirgc indicatcd b1' thc Gl,S survcl';
and (2) update the existing bonds to the escalated amount, before the Division supports Lone Star's
application to extend the period of suspension for these trvo mines.

Harry Phillip. Lone Star Indusrries
Mike Mahnquist. Parsons. Behle & Latimer

O:\M045-Tooele\M0450005-Little Mountain Quarry\final\M45-05-2 I -ins rpt.doc
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RECLAMATION SURETY EST]MATE
Lone Star lndustries, Inc tast revrsion O4fO2m2

QUarry AntOne filename MO45-02'|.WB2 page'estimate Df
MlO45lO21 Tooele Countv
Prepared by Utah State Division of Oil, Gas & Mining

Note

This bond calculated using unit and labor costs furnished by JBR Consultants, Inc.

2-Auo-0C
-Amount of disturbed area which will receive
-Estimated total disturbed area for this mine

reclamation treatments = 11.65 acres
11.65 acres

Activity
Safety gates, signs, etc. (mtls & installation)

Dozer

Cat 950 Loader

14G Grader
Regrading facilities areas (1 ft depth)

Revegetation

Safety & Fencing

Seed & Fertilizer

Post Mining Monitoring

Equipment mobilization

Reclamation supervision

10% Contingency

Escalate for 5 years at2.82Yo per year

Ouantity Units

Subtotal

Total

0

7908.4

146.48 5859

168.35 6734
502 0

365 4855

3.08 7700

210 2793

3600 3600

1000 1000

0 sum

40 hours

40 hours

40 hours
0 acre

13.3 acre

2500 lf

13.3 acres

1 lump sum

1 equip

$/unit
200

197.71

4 days 386 1544
Subtotal 39449

3945
433%
g.74

49868

Average cost per disturber acre =

Rounded surety amount in year 2007 $
4280

49900
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RECLAMATION SUREry ESTIMATE
Lone Star, Inc tast revis,on o4roLrcz
Liftle Mountain Quarry fitename Mo45-o0s.wB2 page',esrimate D7,'
M/045/005 Tooele county
lrepared by Utah State Division of Oil, Gas & Mining

Note

This bond calculated using unit and labor costs furnished by JBR Environmental Consultants, Inc.

Note: actual unit costs may vary according to site conditions last unit cost update 2-Auo-OC
-Amount of disturbed area which will receive reclamation treatments =
-Estimated total disturbed area for this mine =

23.69 acres
23.69 acres

Quantity Units
0 sum

40 hours

24 hours

8 hours

4500 tf

20 acres
20 acres

$/unit $
200 0

344

Activity
Safety gates, signs, etc. (mtls & installation)

Clean-up & removal of structures

Backfi ll, grading, recontouring

Topsoil redistribution

Safety & fencing

Revegetation
Broadcast seeding & fertilizer

Post mining monitoring

Equipment mobilization

Reclamation supervision

10% Contingency

Escalate for 5 years at2.82o/o per year

1 lump sum 3600

1 equip 1000

JCO

't47

3.08

365
210

1 3768

8786

1172

1 3860

7300
4200

3600

1000

Subtotal

Sub,total

Total

4 days 386 1544
55230

5523
60753

9063
6981 7

Rounded surety amount in year 2007 $
Average cost per disturber acre = 2947

6980C
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Michael O. lcavitt
Govemor

Robert L. Morgan
Executive Director

Iawell P. Braxton
Division Director

I State of LItah
DEPARTMENM OF NATURAL RESOURCES
DTVISION OF OIL, GASAND MINING
1594 Wesl North Temple, Suite 1210
PO Box 145801

Salt Lake City, Utah 84114-5801
(8Ol) 538-5340 lelephone
(801) 359-3940 fax
(801) s38-7223 TTY
www.nr.utah.gov

June24,2002

Lone Star Industries [nc.
Mr. Harry Phillip
10401 North Meridan Street, Suite 400
Indianapolis, Indiana 46290-1090

Re: Request for 5-vear Permit Term Extension - Continued Suspension of Mining Operations.
Lone Star Industries [nc.. Quarrv Antone and Little Mountain Quarrv. M/045/005 &
1W045/021. Tooele CounW. Utah

Dear Mr. Phillip:

The Division has completed its assessment of your March 18,2002,letter and request for a
5-year permit term extension beyond the current l0-year regulatory limit for a continued suspension
of mining operations for the Quarry Antone and Little Mountain mining operations. After
considerable review and consultation we have made the following preliminary findings concerning
your request:

l. Pursuant to Rule 647-4-117.4, when a mine remains inactive or suspended for a time period
that exceeds l0 years, the Division will require reclamation of the disturbances, unless the
operator seeks an extension from the Board of Oil, Gas and Mining prior to the expiration of
the l0-yr period showing good cause for a longer suspension period. Accordingly, Lone Star
lndustries is hereby directed to submit a formal Request for Agency Action seeking an
extension from the Board of Oil, Gas and Mining. This matter will be heard at the next
month's scheduled hearing following our receipt of your formal request.

2. Recent GPS survey infonnation generated by the Division for each site indicates that the
current surface disturbance is I I .65 acres and 23 .29 acres respectively, for the Quarry
Antone and Little Mountain Quarry. The sites were originally approved and bonded for 8.0
acres and 20.0 acres respectively. The Division has received and accepted updated
reclamation bond estimates for both sites (enclosed). Lone Star Industries is hereby directed
to provide the Division with the following escalated surety bond amounts ($49,900 for
Quarry Antone and $69,800 for the Little Mountain Quarry).

3. The enclosed field inspection memos outline the Division's assessrnent of the current
conditions at both sites. The Division has made a preliminary finding regarding site stability

wh!
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Page2
Harry Phillip
M/04s1005 &M/045/021
June24,2002

and the adequacy of current vegetation cover based upon our initial March 27 ,2002 field
inspection and a subsequent inspection on June 4,2002. Please see the inspection memos

that outline the current conditions of each site. You may want to reference or include some

of this information as part of your formal Request for Agency Action.

When you submit your formal request to the Division and Board, please include any and all
information that you feel justifies and supports your 5-year extension request beyond the standard

lO-year timeframe. We recently received two bond cancellation notices from American

International Companies for surety bond # 95-079 and 95{80. The efffective cancellation date is

September 13,2002. Copies are enclosed for your reference. It is our understanding that you are

presently working on obtaining the updated replacement reclamation sureties for both project areas.

Thank you for your help and patience in finalizing these permitting actions. We look
forward to the receipt of your formal Agency Action request and the replacement sureties at your

earliest convenience. If I can provide you with further assistance in this regard, please call me at

(801) s38-5286.

Sincerely,

n n -l ,/"

,U thr*N-l@
D. Wayne Hedberg
Permit Supervisor
Minerals Regulatory Program

jb
Enclosures: 3l27lU2 & 6/4/02 field inspections dGPS maps & site photos

Revised surety bond cost estimates

Example of Request for Agency Action
Bond cancellation notices

cc: Mike Malmquist, Parsons, Behle, and Latimer w/enclosures

201 so. Main St., Suite 1800, sLC, utah 841I l-2218
O :\M045-Tooele\M0450005-Little Mountain Quarry\final\M02500O 5 appro val-ltr. doc
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ltroruFsraR
Gregory f.lrforir
Assistont General Cout

direct phone 3 1 7.706,.3

frx 3 | 7.8O5.3

6morical@lonesta nnd.<

August 8,2002

6u-3sg-3s40)

D. Wayne Hedburg
Permit Supervisor
Mineral Regulatory program

PjI:y of oit, cas anJMining
1594 West Nonh Templg Suite-tZtO
P. O. Box l45g0l
Salt Lake City, Utah g4lI4_5g01

*"t 
lt;fr;ffi*o*ent 

to Approved Notice of Intention, Litle Mountain euarr'

DearWayne:

Pursuant to Utah Admin' code R647'+lzo,Lone Star Induskies, Inc., on behalf of its whollyowned subsidiary, utatr Portland Quarries, nrc. ("ui;;poiland,) herebyrequests Divisionapproval of an insignificant amendment to the approved Notice of Intention (.Nor) for theLittle Mountain Quarry (M/0451005)- In tn" orilinul andcurrent Nor and reclarnation contractfor the Quatry the arnount of disnrrbed acreagc ii identified ay2o.4acres. By this request, utahPortland seeks to arnend the disturbea acreage amount in the NoI to 23.3 acres, for reasonsexplained below' rf approval is received, utarr portr*Jwiu include ruu.*irro acreagefigure inthe reclarnation contract and replacernent surety bond it is currently.preparing for the euarry inconjunction with the Division' ^rrr" 
aaaitior,ut ,.r"ug" *iliu. reclaimed in accordance wi& theprovisions of the approved reclamatio-n ptan.

As you know' the Quarryhas been in inactive status for severar years and utah portland has beenworking with the Division to secure an extension of the term of the NoI. we understand. thatduring a recent site visit conducted bf Division rorri" 
"o".rection 

with that effort, staffconducted a GPs survey of the Quany ana concluded ,t"t ,i'," total disturbed arca (some of whichhas revegetated) is approxima*ti1n.il"."r. Division staffarso concluded that the proposedamount of the re'lacernent Surety Bond for the euarryisug,*ool is adequate to recraim thedistu.bed 
^'"n 

oi 23'3 acres- (s"; il;"; fronr the uuirion-to Lone Star Industries Inc- dared

LoNE STAR |NDUSTR|ES, tNc.
l04Ot N.?.leridt."

08/08/2002 THU 15:35 tTXlRX N0 74111
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Jane 24,2AA2, which also attaches a Division map, dated 6/ll/o2,illustrating the extent of the
GPS-surveyed disturbed area). While we have not un"*pted to venff the re-zults of the GpS
sun/ey' we accept them for purposes of this permit amendment request-

h light of the above, 
_the 

Division requested and Utah Portland agreed that a permit arnendment
should be made to reflect the actual disturbed acreage. Utah portland understands that prior to
recommencing operations it and the Division will need to revisit the bond amount and the
1To*t of existing and proposed disturbed acreage to ensure that reclamation of any additional
disturbance is adequately bonded.

If you have any questions, prease cail me at (3lT) 706-3362.

Sincerely,

../
6* /-(;^,.-
Gregory J. Morical

GJlWsrm

TOTAL P.83

08/08/2002 THU 15:35 [TX/RX N0 74111
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s
Mrchael O. Irayitt

Governor

Robert L. Morgan
Executrve Director
Ilwell P. Braxton
Drvision Director

State of Utah
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING
1594 West North Temple, Suate t2t0
PO Box 145801

salr Lake ciry, ulah 84114-5801
(801 ) 538-5340 lelephone
(8Ol) 359-3940 fax
(801) 538-7223 TTY
www.nr.utah.gov August 13,2002

Gregory J. Morical
Assistant General Counsel
Lone Star Industries Inc.
10401 North Meridan Street, Suite 400
Indianapolis, Indiana 46290-1090

Re: APproval of Large Mine Permit Amendrnent. Lone Star Industries. Inc. (d.b.a.. Utah portland
ouarries. Inc.). Little Mountain Quarry. M/045/005.Tooele county. Utah

Dear Mr. Morical:

The Division has reviewed and hereby approves of Utah Portland Quarries August 8. 2002, faxed
permit amendment for the Little Mountain Quarry, located in Tooele County, Utah. Approval of tlris
amendment will effectively increase the total disturbed acreage frorn 20.4 acres to 23.3 acres for this large
rnine project- The area approved under this amendment will be reclairned in accordance rvith the provist.s of
the approved reclamation plan.

The Division has determined that approval of this amendment will not require an increase in the
recently escalated reclamation bond amount. Utah Portland Quarries will need to include tlre revised acreage
figure in the new reclamation contract and the replacement surety bond currently being prepared for this
project.

Thank you for your assistance in finalizing tlris permitting action. We look fonvard to the receipt of
your revised reclamation contract and the replacement surety at your earliest convenience. If I can p.ouid" you
with further assistance in this regard, please call me at (80l ) 539-52g6.

Sincerely,

n I =-/ ,/'
# ld-r,uf,(ilfu
D. Wayne Hedberg U
Permit Supervisor
Minerals Regulatory Program

Mike Malmquist, Parsons, Behle, and Latimer
201 So. Main St., Suite 1800, SLC, Utah B4llt-22t8

O:tM045-TooeleW0450005-Little Mountain euarry\linal\amendappr-ltr.doc
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Flux Quad

Lone Star lndustries, lnc.
Little Mountain Quarry

Ml0451005

ElIEiIii:] Little Mountain Quarry
E::iiii:::::ii:::l (23.3 acres)

NE/4 of Sec. 20 and the NW/4 Sec' 21

TownshiP 2 South, Range 6 West, SLBM

0 400 800 1290 1600 Feet

This map may not meet Division standards
for accuracy and content. Different data

sources and inPut scales may cause
some misalignment of data laYers.

Prepared A1.3rcz bY DOGM
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201 Sourh Uain Streei
Suite lBO0

salr, lale ciry. Ir:rh
8{t l l-22t8
Pos[ Olnce Bor 45898
Salt LaLe Cit]. t'r:rh
8,ll,l5-0898

Tefephone &)l 532-lZS4
Facsimite 801 53&6lll
E-Mail: pbl@pblurah.com

By Haxn DrlrynRy

D. Wayne Hedberg
Permit Supervisor
Mineral Regulatory program
Division of Oil, Gas and Mining
1594 West North Temple, Suite l2l0
P. O. Box 145801
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114-5801

I PRoFEsslonAt

Lrw CoRpoRrfloti

August 2l,200z

l\{ichael J. I\{almquisr

Drrect Dial
(8ol) s36'66i8
E'I\{arl
MI\,Ialm quist@pbluta h com

Re: Replacement Bond (SAFECO Bond No. 6176905) for Litge Mountain
euarry (t!{/045/005)

DearWayne:

On behalf of Utah Portland Quarries, Inc. ("Utah Portland'), enclosed are the
executed originals of the replacement reclamation bond and reclamation contract for the
above-referenced mine. The bond and contract are in the amount of $69,g00 (escalated) for
the reclamation of approximately 23.3 acres of permitted distutbance. The bond is issued
by SAFECO Insurance Company of American @ond No. 617d905) and replaces National
Union Fire Insurance Company Bond No. 0950g0.

The bond amount of $69,800 is as specified in the Jurte 24,2002letter from the
Diyision of Oil, Gas and Mining ("Division'jto Lorr" Star Induptri"r, to". (Utah portland,s
garelt corporation), which amount was mutually agreed upon by the Division and Utah
Portland after a field inspection and an update and ieassessmest of estimated reclamation
costs' The disfurbed acreage figure of 23.3 acres is based on the Division's August 13,
2002 approval of an insignificant amendment to the reclamationpermit.

SAFECO Insurance Company of America, the bond suety, is licensed in Utah, islisted as an acceptable^^tYttt{ company in the most recent version of the Treasury
Departrnent's Circular 570,I and has an "A" rating from A.M. Best's Key Ratingd;;j;
required by Utah Adminisrrative Code R647_4-lf f 1+.f f ;.

I 
See http://www.frns.treas.go v I c57 0/ c57 0.html

2 
See http://www3-ambest.com,/FrameslFrameserver.asp?site=atings&Tab:2&RefNum:244g&AltNum

:0&AIISrc:0&BR:&URATINGID:5 
3 9797
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D. Wayne Hedberg
August 21,2A02
Page Trvo

MJIWcvd
Enclosures
cc: Gregory J. Morical

HarryM. Philip

Assuming that the replacement bond and reclamation cpntract are acceptable and are
approved by the Division, please send Utah Portland and ryre a copy of the Division,s
llSnature pages for inclusion in our files. If you have any quesfionr, pl""r. give me a call at(801) 536-6658.

Sincerely yours,

Parsons Behle & Latimer

)l)tY/]a#
MichdEl J. Malnfiuist
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5T,P- IU-ZUUZ 'I'Ub. UI:04 PI1 OIL, GAS & I1INING FAX N0. 801 359 3940

I State of L]tah
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
DTVTSION OF OIL, GAS A}.ID MINING
1594 Wegl North Tomple. Suite 12lO
PO Box l458ol
snfi Lake city. utih 841 t 4-58ol

{8Ol I 538-5940 tslephono
(8Ol) 35+3$10 ter
(8Ot) 538-7223 TTY
www nr utah gov

Septenrbcr L0,2OO2

Cregory J. Morical
Assistant General Counsel
Lone Star Industries Inc.
10401 North Meridan Street, Suite 400
Indianapolis, Incliana 46290- I 090

Re: Eormal Aporoval of Rep-lacemcqt Reclamation $ureties..Lone Star Industries- lnc. (d.b.a..

Utah Portland Quarries- lnc.\, Little Mountain O.uarry. M/04V005 & Qparry Antonc.
lvU045l021. Tooele Countv. Utah

Dear Mr. Morical:

On September 9,2002, the Direcl.or of the Division of Oil, G0s and Mining fonnally
approved the fonn and amount of replacernent reclamation surcties for Utah Po(land Quarries,
Irrc. ("Utah Portland") Little Mountain and Quany Antone limestonc mines. Replacenrcnt
reclamatiorl surety bonds issued by Safeco Insurance Cornpany of Artrerica in the amounts of
$69,800 (#6176905 - Little Mountain Quaqy) and $49,900 (#095079 - Quarry Antone) have been
receivcd. The updated strreties were requested as part of the Divisioll's starrdard 5-year bond
review and escalation process. The Divisiott hercby granls itsfinal approval of your
replaceuent reclamation suretiesfor the Little Mountain and Quafry Antone mining projects.

Copies of the fully signed and executed replacement Reclatn4tion Contracts and surety
bond fonns were haud delivered to your local co'uricr on September 9, 2002. Enclosed are the
original Reclamation Contracts with original sureties (#095079 & #09080) issued by Narional
Union Fire Insurance Company to be cancclled effective September 13, 2002.

The Division also herehy acknowledges aud concurs wtth tlte observution maele by Mr.
Malmquist in his August 21, 2002 transmittal letter concerning an ercor in our Jule 24, 2002
correspottdence. The approved distsrbed acrcagefor the Quarcy /ntone project is IJ.3 acres,
not 8 etcres as we previously indicated. The disturbed area is consqquentty in contpliance witlt
the approved pcnnit-

lltah!
|llEtd rLri (OM.:!

P. 02/03

Mrchacl O laautt
Oovcrmr

Rrrberr L ti{rrr*art
t xtrcutiv€ D!rector
lorvctl P. Branon
Dlqglon f)rroctor

og/ LO/02 Tt-rs 13 : 13 ITX/RX NO 5870 I @o0z
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I
Page 2

I Cregory J. Mortcal

I Scptenrber lo.2002

I Thanli you for your help in finalizing this permitting action atrd keeping the rcclamation
f sureties for both projects current. Please call nre if you have any que$tions regarding this lener.

I
t
I'

Sincerely,";-"'fl \ / /bDat,nw
D. Wayne Hedberg
Pernrit Supervisor
Minerals Regulatory Program

I
rjb

Enclosurc: 2 oldc original RC's & surcty bonds

I dc: Michacl Malmquisg Parsons, Bcble & L*imcr, VoEncl
I P \GROUPS\MINgRALS\wF\M(X5-Tooclc\M045fi)21-Qunrry Antonc\Finrl\Mo45o02|-Qurrry hnone.apvl-lrr.doc
I

I
I
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Michael O- Leavitt

Governor

Robert L. Morgan
Executive Director

l.owell P. Braxton
Division Director

State of Utah
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
DTVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING
'1594 West North Temple, Suite 1210
PO Box 145801

salt Lake crty, utah 84114-5801
(801) 538-5340 telephone
(801) 359-3940 fax
(801) s38-7223 TTY
www.nr.utah.gov September 3,2002

Lowell P. Braxton, Director

Doug Jensen, Senior Reclamation Specialist rp,*-rr-

Request for Anproval of Form and Amount of Replacement RFclamation Surety. Utah
Portland Quarries (Lone Pine Industries). Little Mountain Ou4rry (M/045/005), Quarry
Antone 0W045/021). Tooele County. Utah

TO:

THRU:

THRU:

FROM:

RE:

In April, 2001, the Division informed Utah Portland Quarries that their mine sites had
reportedly been inactive for a ten-year period, and that reclamation could be required. They were informed
that if they wanted to extend their period of suspension they would have to update their sureties, and apply to
the Board for an extension request. In July, 2001, the Division received a requdst for a copy of the Little
Mountain Quarry Antone files. We were informed that the corporate headquar@rs had moved from
Connecticut to Indianapolis and with a change in personnel they were unable to locate their files.

The new management requested a meeting be held in December, and also requested that we
extend their period of suspension for another five-years because they hoped to reactivate their permits. The
Division subsequently escalated the existing bonds to bring them to current yeaf dollars and escalated thern
five years into the future. In reviewing the updated information to perform the pscalation, it was discovered
that the Little Mountain Quarry had exceeded the approved acreage. Therefore, the operator supplied the
Division with an amendment for that mine site to include the increased acreage. The Division finalized the
review of the amendment and tentative approval was issued on August 13,2002, contingent upon receipt of the
updated sureties.

In June 2001 , we received infonnation that the existing surety honds for the two sites, issued
byNational Union Fire Company, were goingto expire on September 13,2002. On August 21,2002,the
operator provided replacement Reclamation Contracts and a $69,800 revised sufety bond #6176905 for the
Liftle Mountain Quarry and a $49,900 escalated surety bond #095079 for Quar4y Antone, issued by Safeco
Insurance Company of Arnerica. Safeco is listed on the federal register of acceptable bonding companies and
has an "A" rating.

lf you are in agreement with the acceptance of the replacement and updated reclamation
sureties please sign and date the documents. We will then issue final Division {pploval for the Little Mountain
Quarry arnendment, and the escalated surety for Quarry Antone. Thank you for your consideration of this
request.

jb
Enclosure: 2-MR-RC's & 2 sureties

"UfdfffMo450005-Little 
Mountain Quarry\Draft\Dir-sign-mem.doc

uffrftP-'
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201 Soulh Moln Stttet
Sulte l&X)
salr Lske clw, lftah
u,tr-2218
Poot Ofiice Box 45898

sdtlreeG& trah
8{t4ilBg8
Te{eOhooe 801 ilJ2-1234

Facdmltefl)l 536{11l
SMalt pbl@pblutah.com

Bv lfaxn Dnuvrnv

D. Wayne Hedberg
Permit Supervisor
Mineral Regulatory Program
Division of Oil, Gas and Mining
1594 West North Temple, Suite 1210
P. O. Box 145801
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114-5801

A PRoFEsstol(At,

LAw CotPouflon
MichaelJ. Malnquist

Direct Dial
GoD 536-6658

E'MaiI
MMaf nquis€lpblutah-om

August 21,2002

RECEIVED
A,tl8 2 | 2002

DTVISION OF
OtL. GAS AND MINING

Re: Replacement Bond (SAFECO Bond No. 6176905) for Little Mountain
Quarry (M/045/005)

Dear Wayne:

On behalf of Utah Portland Quarries, Inc. ("Utah Portland"), enclosed are the

executed originals of the replacement reclamation bond and reolamation contract for the

above-referenced mine. The bond and contract are in the amount of $69,800 (escalated) for
the reclamation of approximately 23.3 acres of permitted disturbance. The bond is issued

by SAFECO Insurance Company of American (Bond No. 6176905) and replaces National
Union Fire Insurance Company Bond No. 095080.

The bond amount of $69,800 is as specified in the Juno 24,2002letter from the
Division of Oil, Gas and Mining ("Division") to Lone Star Industries, [nc. (Utah Portland's
parent corporation), which amount was mutually agreed upon by the Division and Utah
Portland after a field inspection and an update and reassessment of estimated reclamation
costs. The disturbed acreage figure of 23.3 acres is based on the Division's August 13,

2002 approval of an insignificant amendment to the reclamation permit.

SAFECO lnsurance Company of America, the bond surety, is licensed in Utah, is
listed as an acceptable surety company in the most recent version of the Treasury

Department's Circular 570,1 and has an "A" rating from A.M. Best's Key Rating Guide,' as

required by Utah Administrative Code R647-4-l13 (4.11).

I See http ://www. frns. treas. gov/c5 70lc5 70. html
2 See http://www3.ambest.com/FrameslFrameserver.asp?site=atings&Tab=2&RefNum:2448&AltNum
={&AIISrc:0&BR:&URATINGID:5 3 9797
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D. Wayne Hedberg
August 21,2002
Page Two

Assuming that the replacement bond and reclamation conhpct are acceptable and are
approved by the Division, please send Utatr Portland and me e copy of the Division's
signature pages for inclusion in our files. If you have any questionB, please give me a call at
(801) s36-66s8.

Sincerely you(s,

Parsons Behle & Latimer

MJIWcvd
Enclosures
cc: Gregory J. Morical

Harry M. Philip

ntc[lvED
I,l:i i 1 2002

t-)lvtSlON OF

';t1, GAS AND MINING
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FORM MR.RC
Revised June 28,2002
necnuerloN CoNTRACT

File Nurnber * M/045/005

Effective Date

OtherAgencY File Nurnber. ' -

STATE OF UTAH

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES--- divlsloN of olt., GAs and MINING

iSg+ West North TemPle Suite 1210

Box 145801
Salt Lake CitY. Utah 84114-5801

Phone: (801) 538-5291
Fax: (B01) 359-3940

RECLAMATION CONTRAGT
---ooOoo---

Forthe purpose of this RECLAMATION CONTRACT the terms below are defined as

follows:

"NOTlcE oF INTENTION" (NOl):
(Mineral Mined)

"MINE LOCATION'':
(Name of Mine)
(DescriPtion)

(File No.) N',I/045/oos -. -

.Limestone&.Shal9' " ' ' " "' """""""'

LittleMpuntainQuarry. ." " -

.Top.ple.Qq.unty'.Utah'"' ""'-"" "" ""' ""'"''

23.3 acres
-( 

rp.te l-,tp .AttaPh m.e nt. j A' )
"DISTURBED AREA':

(Disturbed Acres)
(Legal DescriPtion)

..OPERATOR":

(ComPanY or Name)
(Address)

Utah Portland Ouarries, Inc' -' - '
r ^,n r rr^:L rr^-l,lian (freef Suite 400

(Phone) . fi17)7.06-3300.... ..... .. . .'.''
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"OPERATOR'S REGISTERED AGENT":
Name)

( Address)

(Phone)

"OPERATOR'S OFFICER(S)":

SURETY:
(Form of Surety - Aftachment B)

"SUREry COMPANY':
(Name, Policy orAcct. No.)

"SURETY AMOUNT":
(Escalated Dollars)

"ESCALATION YEAR'':

''STATE":
"DlvlsloN":
,.BOARD'':

CT Corporation- lrr r.

208 S. LaSalle 8- Floor

(800) 47s-r212

SuretyBond

SAFECO INSURANTCE COMPANY OF

$69,800

2007

State of Utah

ATTACHMENTS:
A'DISTURBED AREA'':
B "SURETY":

This Reclamation Contract (hereinafter referred to as "Contracf') is entered into
between Utah Portland Quarries, Inc. , the "Operdtor" and the Utah State
Division of Oil, Gas and Mining ("Division").

WHEREAS, Operator desires to conduct mining operations under Notice of Intention
(NOl) File No. \{/q45/005 . which has been approved by the Utah State Division of Oil,

Gas and Mining under the Utah Mined Land Reclamation Act, Sections 40-8-1 et seq.. Utah
Code Annotated, (1953, as amended) (hereinafter referred to as "Ac,t") and implementing
rules; and

WHEREAS, Operator is obligated to reclaim that area de$cribed as the Disturbed
Area as set forth and in accordance with Operator's approved R4clamation Plan, and
Operator is obligated to provide surety in form and amount approved by the Division, to
assure reclamation of the Disturbed Area.

Page 2 of 7
Rgvh€dJune 28.2CO2
Fo.hMR{C
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NOW, THEREFORE, the Division and the Operator agree as follows:

Operator agrees to conduct reclamation of the Di$turbed Area in accordance
witn tne Acf and implementing regulations, the original Notice of Intention
dated .. Auzust 30. 1985 ... .. , afid the original Reclamation
Plan dated -_ . Februa$/-_t9gS_.. ..... ., . , , . The Notice of Intention
as amended, and the Reclamation Plan, as amen0ed, are incorporated by this
reference and made a part hereof.

Concunent with the execution hereof, Operator has provided surety to assure
that redamation is conducted, in form and amount acceptable to the Division,
Such surety as evidenc€d by the Sure$ Contract is in the form of the surety

attached hereto as Attachment B and made a part hereof. The Surety
Contract shall remain in full force and effect according to its terms unless
modified by the Division in writing. lf the Surety Contracd expressly provides
for cancellation, then, within 60 days fotlowing the Division's receipt of notice
that the Surety Company intends to cancel the Surety Contract, the Operator
shall provide a replacement Surety Contract in a fprm and amount reasonably
acceptable to the Division. lf the Operator fails to provide an acceptable
replacement Surety Contract, the Division may or{er the Operator to cease
further mining activities and to begin immediate reclamation of the Disturbed
Area.

Operator agrees to pay legally determined public liability and property damage
claims resulting from mining to the extent provided in Section 40-8-7(1)(e) of
the Act.

Operator agrees to perform allduties and fulfillall reclamation requirements
applicable to the mine as required by the Act and implementing rules, the
Notice of Intention. as amended and the Reclamation Plan, as amended.

The Operato/s liability under this Contract shall cOntinue in full force and
effect until the Division certifies that the Operator liras reclaimed the Disturbed
Area in accordance with the Act and implementing rules, the Notice of
lntention, as amended and the Reclamation Plan, as amended.

lf reclamation of discrete sections of the Disturbed Area is enmpleted to the
satisfaction of the Division, and the Division finds that such sections are
severable from the remainder of the Disturbed Ar$a, Operator may request
the Division to certify that Operator has reclaimed such discrete sections of
the Disturbed Area in accordance with the Act and lmplementing rules, the
Notice of Intention, as amended and the Reclamation Plan, as amended. lf
the Division makes such certification, Operator m4y make request to the
Division that the aggregate face amount of the Su;ety Contract provided
pursuant to paragraph 2 be reduced to an amount necessary to provide for
completion of the remaining reclamation. The Division shall hear Operator's
request for such reduction in accordance with the Board's Procedural Rules
concerning requests for Agency Action.

Page 9-. of 7
Revised June 29,2CrCt
FormMR-RC
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7. Operator agrees to indemniff and hold harmless tffe State, Board and the
Division from any claim, demand, liability, cost, cfiqrge, suit, or obligation of
whatsoever nature arising from the failure of Oper{tor or Operatofs agents
and employees, or con$actors to comply with this Contract.

Operator may, at any time, submit a request to the Division to substitute
surety. The DMsion may approve sucfi substitution if the substitute surety
meets the requirements of the Ac{ and the implementing rules.

This Contract shallbe governed and construed in 4ccordanoe with the laws of
the State of Utah.

lf Operator shall default in the performane of its obligations hereunder,
Operator agrees to pay all costs and expenses, indluding reasonable
attomey's fees and costs incurred by the Division andlor the Board in the
enforcement of this Contract.

Any breach that the Division finds to be material of the provisions of this
Contract by Operator may, at the discretion of the Division, result in an order
to cease mining operations. After opportunity for notice and hearing, the
Board of Oil, Gas and Mining may enter an order t0 revoke the Notic,e of
Intention, order reclamation, or order forfeiture of tlhe Surety Contract, or take
such other action as is authorized by law.

In the event of forfeiture of the Surety Contract, Operator shall be liable for
any additional costs in excess of the surety amounft which are required to
comply with this Contract. Any excess monies resplting from forfeiture of the
Surety Contract. upon completion of reclamation and compliance with this
Contract, shall be returned to the rightful claimant.

This Contract including the Notice of Intention, as amended and the
Reclamation Plan, as amended, represents the entire agreement of the
parties involved, and any modification must be approved in writing by the
parties involved.

Each signatory below represents that he/she is authorized to execute this
Contract on behalf of the named party.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Page 4 of 7
Revig€d J:rn6 28,2OO2
FomfiR-RC
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OPERATOR:

Utah Portland Quarries, Inc.

Operator Name

By HarryM. Philip
Authorized Officer (Typed or Printed)

Vice President

_. .7:../o-o ? -... -..
Dat@

STATE gp Indiana

COUNTy OF Hamilton

on the //o*o^, afl.s ,2002_, Harry \[. PhiliP

personally appeareO Ueforsme, trho neing by me duly sworn did say that he/she is the
Vice Presiileni' ot Utah Portland Quarries, Inc. and dul'Vice Presilleni' of Utah Portland Quarries, Inc.Utah Portland Quarries, lnc.

acknowledged ihit said instrument was signed on behalf of said company by authority
of its bvlaws or a resolution of its board of directors and said

Harry M. Philip _duly acknowledged to me that said

Page 5 of 7
ReY€ed J{oe 28.2002
FormMR-RC

) ss:
)

Authorized Officer - Position

Notary Public

My Commission Expires:
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DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING:

,av &*&^ f $l-,,.rD
Lowell P. Braxton, Director u

7l 0l p),
Date

STATEOF t ttaln

couNw oF sal+ Lo(e ) ss:

On the-1!- day of .S e p.lc qn bcr .. .. . , ZO 02 . / q ,^r.*
personally appeared before me, who being duly sworn did say tha

Page 6 of 7
Raniesd Jsne 28, 2002
FomMR{C

lon
, the said

L-o, ,e.lt P. Bcarfo^ is the Director of the Divi$pn of Oil, Gas and
Mining, Department of Natural Resources, State of Utah, andfufuf,eduly acknowl-
edged to me that he/she executed the foregoing document by authority of law on behalf
of the State of Utah.

-0LNotar! Public
Residins at: ..fi.aL.t l<-Ke. ...... -

I lA\ JULIE CARTER I
l/i/#*r-B t|orARy pr-'Bltc - srArE ortmt I
ItW/ "i1#i:l'l'ili'ffi%?l#'o I
I \l3rjl trt '.. -,,:r. Ex-p_ 04/26/206 |

My Commission Expires:
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ATTACHMENT ''A''

Mine Name

r'tl/045/005

-

Permit Number
Tooele County, Utah

LEGAL DESCRIPTTON

'):,"Y:-'li:jlt"' jll ,t":,:r:, tlwnlhins, ranses and any other description.s thar wirt tegartv determine where

:::,;::":,"::f ,:::_t:::::1, l':o".h 
a to1,og,Zphi" *,i"r,,,i,"w"-,i"i'ii,i,.','";;"";:;;;;:i*;'i",!,i1_'5oop",

ltoundaries tied to this Reclantation Contract and .rztret.r).

The detailed legal description of lands to be disturbed inctudes portions of thefof fowing lands not to exceed 23.3 acres under the approved permit andsurety, as reflected on the attactreo -ap t"o"t"o see berow
and dated see below

The disturbed land area is ilrr:strated on the nnp titled u.i'p 2,Detailed Site Location Map, Utah portland euarries, Inc., LittleUoyglain Quarrlr, _Tooele County, Utah,,, dated July 6 , L9g4, asnodified by the GpS map titred ,,Lone star rndr:stries, rnc-Little It4onntain ergtry," prepared by DoG{ on B/r3/02- Both nnpsa-re on file with the Division.

The legal descrj_ption is portions of the:
E I/2 of the NE 1/4 of Section 20 and
W I/2 of the IIIV 1/4 of Section 21
Township 2 south, Range 6 west, as rnsre specifically illustratedin the above-referenced rrElps.

Page 7 ot 7
Revised April 4. 20Ol
Form MR-RC

Utah Porttand euarries, Inc.
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roRMwr,:
lourry 19,2000

ATTACIIMEIiT B

THIS BOND CANCETSAND SUPERSEDES
NATIONAL UNION FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY
BONDNO.:095080

BoudN,mbcr 6176905
pcrrn ir Numbcr T?ltrtltlF-

MtneName ffiilMtn
Quanl'

STATE OF IITAII
DEPAI(TMEI{T OF NATURAL RESOTJRCES

Divisiron of Oit, Gas and Minlng
159{ West Norftr Tcurplo Suits l2t0

Box 145801

Salt Lskc Crry, Utah 84t 14-5801
Tclcphone: (80 I ) 53 8-5291

Fu: (8010 359-39M

TIIE MINED LAND RECLAMATION ACT

SURETY BOND
t t tl. I {. t * $* {. * * * t * * r* * * * * t* rl. *

The undersigned U!*.t-o.tland Quarries, Inc. . as Principal, and
SAFECO INSURANCE COMPAIIY OF AMENCA .- . as Swcry, hereby jointly

and severally bind ounselves, our heirs, adrninistrators, executors, successofs, and assigns,jointly
and sqrcrally-, unto thc Statc of Utah, Division of Oil, Cas and Mining (Division) in thc ponal sum
og Sixty Ninc Thousand Eight Hundred aollars ($ 69,300 ).

Principal has estimated in the Mi4ing an{ Reclamation Plnn approvcd by drc Division on
the 30th deyof Augusr 1985.revisd"s2tffifut-acres of tand wiil be
dishrbed by urining operation in t&e State of Utah.

A dcscription of thc disturbod land is attachod as 'Attachment A" to the
Rcclamation Contacl of whioh this docrmre,trt is an inteeml part.

Tlre condition of dris obligation is rhat ifthe Division determines rh+t Principal has
satisfactorily reolaimed the disturbod lands in sccordaoce wi*r the 4pprovcd Mining and
Roclamation Plan and has faittriirlly performed all requirvnonm ol trc Mined Land Reclasration
Act, and complied wittr the Rulcs and Rcgulations adopted in accordaoco fllercwith thcn this
obligation sball be void; othen^'ise it shall rernain in full foce and etfect.

If the Mining and Reclamation Plan provides for periodic partial reclamation of the
disnrbed lands, arrd if the lands are reclaimed in accordance with such Plarb Act and rcgulations,
then Principal may opply for a rcduction in the aorount of this Surety Bond.

In thc convcrsc, if thc Mining and Rcclamation Plan proltdcs for a gradual incrcaso in thc
arca disturbed or thc extcnt of disturbancc, therq the Division may require tJrat thc amount of this
Surety Bond be inereased, wjth ttre written approval of the Sr-uety.

This bond rnay be canceled by Srnety after ninety (90) days followiqg rcceipt by ttre
Division and Principal of u'ritten notice of euch canceltarion. Surety's liabilirty shall then, at dre

I
t
I
I

R
EGig$
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MR-5 (revised Ianuary 19, 2000)
Amr:hmcnt B

BodNrunbcr 6176905

PqntilNumbcrM/0451005
MlrrQNamc f .ittlcMountgr-n

Quarry

expiration of said nincty (90) days, cesse and tenninate e*cept 0rat Sw€tfr will rcnain fully tiable

for all raclamation obligatioru of ttrc Principol inorrod prior to tho datc pf termination-

Frincipal aod Surcty and their succcssotis and assigrn agrco to ggararftsc caid obligntioa

and to indeornify, defen{ andhold harrnless dre Division ft,om any md 4l e,lrycnsos (including

attomey fecs) wtrictr ttrc Divisios may sustain in the collmtion of sutus due herermder.

Sruety will givcprornpt notice to Principal andto the Division of thc 6ling of any petition

or the comsrcnccmsnt of arry procccding rclating to fic banlnrptcy, ins0lvency, rtnrganization, or

adjustmont of the debts of Surcty, or alleging any violation or regulatorylrcguiroments which

could result in suspension or revocation of the Surety's license to do business.

IN WITNESS WHFREOF, ihe Principal and Strrety hereunto sef their signafiles and

scals as of thc dates set forth trclow.

Utah Portland Quaries, Inc.

Principal (Perrnittee)

By (Namc typeQ:

Cl, er Frralrocuc Or n c €/z-

=-€ 
" ^*.9.;,A* _

$naiatrc

Surety Cornpany Name

Riohard Guarini

Surety Company

SAFECO INSURANCE COIUPANY OF AMERICA 1200 Macarthur Blvd.

Surety Cornpany OIficer

Attorney-rn-facl

Title/Position

t-g,/tb ', n. _
Date

Sfreet Addrcss

Mahwah, NJ 07430

City, State, Zip

201-327-7606

Phonc Number

August 09,2002
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Page 3
MR-5 (revised Iuuary 19, 2000)
Aftachmcnt B

BondN'mbcr 6176905

Perrn it Nturbcr lvf/045/005
Miuc Nanc f ,ittle Mrxrntgin

auflry

soAcREEDftis 6 duyor -4a+& ,20%.

AI{D APPROVED AS TO FORM AND AMOTJNT OF SIJRBTY:

D

4a*+14 / 84/.,A
Utah Statc Division of Oil, Gas and Muring

*NOTE: Wherc onc signs by virtue of Powcr of Attorney for a Surety, sUch Power of Attorney
must be liled with this bond. If the Qpetator is a corporation, the bond shhll be exeouted by its
dulv authorized ofEcer,
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Pagc 4
MR-5 (rcviscd Iamrary 19,2000)
Attachnrcut B

AF.F.IDAVIT

Bqtd Nuub€r 6176905
Penuft }.ft:srbcr Ml 045 / 005
Mine Narnc I i.rtleM0ilpw4.

auarry

OF QUALIFICATION

Onthc osth,.dt}'of$ 20 -93
Richard Guarini

pcrsonaty appcarcd bcforo rnc, who being by me duly swom did sty tbal h€/shg ftE said

Safeco Insurance co@ drrty admowledged @lat said in$uupnt was

is byliws ot a tesotuti(*, of its boardof
diiectors 644s66 Richard Guarini duly ac&rrpwlodgedto mc that said

company executed tbc same, and trat he/she is duly aurhorized to oxectltp and dcliver thc

foreloing obligations; Orat said Srrety is authorized to exesute {he same flnd has complied in all.

respec,ts with the laws of Utah in reference to becoming sole surety upon bonds, undcrtaking arrd

obligations.

91 /1"/
sisrrad, '41 ' /(*u?

Sruery Offic€r '/

Title; Attomey-inrfact

STATE OF New York

coLl.rTY OF__ l'{9::3!

Subscribed ald $worn to before mo &is 09th day of z0 02.

. ,:", ,' ,- ,
Notary Public
Rasiding at:

t(

My Commrssiorr Expires:

1/ "r/ -'s

)
) ss:

)

20,,
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- PR'N.'PAL

COUNTY OF
T SS:

t on this day or

I instrument and duly acknowledged to rne that

AGKNOWLEDGEMENT
OF PRINGIPAL

2O-, before me, the undersigned personally came and appeared
to me personally known and known to me to be

the individual described in and wfto executed the foregoing

executed tho same.

I
t
I
I
I
I

on tnis.// /:4 a"v ot /t/GzOf , zo aR.before me o^" J)Z.zl,/., /ttt.zzA il

CORPORATION - PRTNcTPAL

srATE oF TruzzZztl
COUNTY OF 4l4taro { 

SS:

to me known, who, being by me duly sworn, did depose and say that he resides at

that he i" Cl rtp FrrlHrt/cr*c 2FFtCt a- or UfnH lNC. ttre corporation
described in and which executed the foregoing instrument as principal; that he knows the seal of said corporation; that the seal affixed to said
instrument is such corproate seal; that it was so affixed by order of the Board of Directors of Said corporation, and that he signed his name
thereto by like order.

I
I
I
I
I

PARTNERSHIP - PRTNcTPAL

STATE OF
COUNW OF

On this _ day of
personally known, and known to me to be a member of the firm of

r
t

2O-, before me personally came
and he duly

to me

acknowledged to me that he executed the same for the uses and purposes therein mentioned.

NOTARY PUBLIC STAMP

I
I
I



POWER
OF ATTORNEY

SAFECO INSURANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA
GENERAL INSURANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA
HOME OFFICE: SAFECO PLAZA
SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98185

9423

@SAFEGO

1"o* ALL BY rHEsE PRESENTs:

No.

Jtat SAFECO INSURANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA and GENERAL INSURANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA, each a Washingtot
Jorpo."a,on. ooes eacn nereby appornrrij.XcRA-i.b-H-.- T-nt-IaER-j, JdHI{.H. TREIBER; RICHARD GUARINI; GARY MORRISSEYj MILENA LANGERT; JEAN C.

SPEIRS; RQBET G. TYNANj Garden Clty, New Yorkxxxrxrxxxrxxrxxrxrxxxrxxxxrrxxrrxxxrxxxxxxr(xxxxrxl

I
its true and lawful attorney(s)-in-fact, with fult authority to execute on its behalf fidelity and surety bonds or undertakings and other

jocuments of a similar character issued in the course of its business, and to bind the respective comPany thereby.

t
-IN WITNESS WHEREOF, SAFECO INSURANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA and GENERAL INSURANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA hAVE EACI

_executed and attested these presents

I

day of Sept embe r ls 9829t
I

CERTIFICATE

Extract from the By-Laws of SAFECO INSURANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA

r and of GENERAL INSURANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA:

lAr,i.l. V, Section 13. - FIDELITY AND SURETY BONDS the President, any Vice President. the Secretary, and any Assistant Vice
President appointed for that purpose by the officer in charge of surety operations, shall each have authority to appoint individuals a:

Ittorneys-in-fact or under other appropriate titles with authority to execute on behalf of the company fidelity and surety bonds anc

Ither documents of similar character issued by the company in the course of its business On any instrument making or evidencing
luch appointment, the signatures may be affixed by facsimile. On any instrument conferring such authority or on any bond or undertaking
of the company. the seal. or a facsimile thereof, may be impressed or affixed or in any other manner reproduced; provided. however

fat the seal shall not be necessary to the validity of any such instrument or undertaking."

I Extract from a Resolution of the Board of Directors of SAFECO INSURANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA

and of GENEBAL INSURANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA adopted July 28, 1970.

lOn any certificate executed by the Secretary or an assistant secretary of the Company setting out,

I (i) The provisions of Article V. Section 13 of the By-Laws, and
r (ii) A copy of the power-of -attorney appointment, executed pursuant thereto. and

(iii) Certifying that said power-of-attorney appointment is in full force and effect,
lre signature of the certifying officer may be by facsimile. and the seal of the Company may be a facsimile thereof."
I
I t. O. Pierson, Secretary of SAFEGO INSURANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA and of GENERAL INSURANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA,

do hereby certify that the foregoing extracts of the By-Laws and of a Resolution of the Board of Directors of these corporations, anc

Jf a Power of Attorney issued pursuant thereto, are true and correct, and that both the By-Laws, the Resolution and the Power o{

Jttornev 
are still in full force and effect

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I

I
I
I

-974lEP lr93 @ Registered trademark of SAFECO Corporation.
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SAFECO INSTJRANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA

FINANCIAL STATEMENT - DECEIVTBER 3I, 2OO1

Assets

Cash and Bank Deposits

rBonds 
- U.S. Govemment

aOlher Bonds ........-...

rStocks

Real Estarc....

Agcnts' Balances or Uncollcctcd Prcmiums ........

Accrued Interest and Rents

Othcr Admitted Assets ............

Totsl Admitted Assets

Liabllities
Unearned hemiums ......i........-....... $ 573,965,389

Rcserve for Claims and Claims 8xpcnsc................ |520,553,379

FundsHeldUndcrRcinsuranccTreatics................ 55l2Al
Rcscrvc forDivi&nds tcl Folicyholdcn 6,6%,ffi
Additional Statutory Rcqcrvc

Rescrvc forCommissiotfs, Taxes ud
536,1@,641

Totd $2,637,9rs,r 16

CapitalStock................i.r......!... $ 5,000,000

PaidinSurp1us...r..........i...........r t52,306,484

UnassignedSurplus.r....i............ 594,617,ffi

Surplus to Policyholders ..-.--.-*.*.-......

Total Liabilities and Surplus

7569z.,150

a$qwfi6

s 28,779,143

t72,579,475

1,686,877,756

595,048,675

35,976.733

?a636\995

3\96r,439

557,153,050

_!t!Pt4l2!s

* Bonds are stated at amortized or investment value; Stocks at Association Market Values. Securities

carried at $121,297 ,'l 19 are deposited as required by law.

I, MICHAEL C. PE'IERS, president of SAFECO Insurance Company of America, do hereby ceftify that the foregoing is a true, and correct

statement of the Assets and Lrabrlitres of sard Corporation, as of December 31, 2001, to the best pf my knowledge and belief.

lN WITNESS WHEREOF, t have hereunto ser my hand and affixed the seal of said Corporation at Seattle, Washington, this lst day of

March,20O2.

s-l262b &02 .A r€Orsiored ltademrk ot SAFE@ Corporalion
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entire state when they find that such action is nece-

ssary to effecluale proper management, conservation
and control.

l-4-2 Close or open areas to fisbing' hunting,
trapping, or other harvest; establish refuges and

preserves; prescribe the means by which harvest may

Le accomplished; and conlrol the transportation and

storage of all wildlife or parts of the same, within
the boundaries of the State of Utah and the ship-

ment or lransportation into or out of rhe state-

l-4-3 Establish or change bag limits and poss-

ession limits.
l-4-4 Determine the hours of the day during

which fishing, hunting, trapping, or other harvest

may take place.
l-,1-5 Establish the use, forms and fees of

permits, tags and certificates of registration-
l-4-6 Prescribe safety measures and establish

other regulations as may be deemed necessary in the

interest of witdlife, conservation and the safety and

welfare of uscrs, landowners and the public.

R60&r-5.
Proclamations of the respective boards shall be

issued in accordance with the following procedure:

l-5-l Tbe Division of Wildlife Resources is
empowered to investigate and determine the facts

relitive to the wildlife resources of the state- Upon a

determination of these facts, rhe division shall draft
proclamations for consideration by the respective

boards.
l-5-2 Prior to enactmenl. of a proposed procl-

amation, the Wildlife Board in 26gqrd3n63 with
Section 23-14-4 of the Wildtifc Resources Code

of Utah shall review the proposed proclamation at
one or more public meetings.

l-5-3 Prior to enactment of a proposed big
game hunting proctamation the Board of Big Game
Control in accordance with Section 23-l't{ of the
Wildlife Resources Code of Utah shall hold at least

one public meeting in each wildlife district of the
state.

l-5-4 Prior to public meetings of the respective
boards notice of such meetings shall be printed in
the Utah Statc Bulletin of the Office of Administr-

R6l3-1F{-2
R619. Frocedtral - goard

R513. Noneoal

RSllllrt. Rules Applicabfe lo the Reclamatlon of Laads

Irlined for Miaerals it Uaah

R6l3-lM. Rules ,{pPlicable to the
Reclamation of L$nils *tined for
Minerals in Utah

R6l3-fM-1. Gercrrl Rulet
R6l3-lM-2- Dcliniliors
R6fllM-3. Nolicc of lulpotion to Commcoce Mining

0pcntiols
R6lllM-.1. Noticc lo Pubtic eod lDlcrcsted Prrties

(Exccpt es Providcd i! Scction 40't-23 of the Mincd
Laod Rcclrnrtior Acl)

R6llfM-5. Surcty Gor4otee
R6lllM{- Phos rd MfPs
R6t1.fM-7. Notilicrtion bf Suspension of Openlions

ative Rules.
l-5-5 Proclamations shall be officially enacted

by a majority vote of the respective boards-
l-5-5 Any proclarnation of the Wildlife Board,

signed by the Chairman and Secretary, or the Board
of Big Game Control, signed by the Chairman, filed
in the office of the Division of Wildlife Resources

and published in accordance with l-5-7 below'
shall be deemed to *f,ave been duly adopted and
promulgated.

l-5-7 Officially enacted proclamations shall be

printed and distributed to the public through wild-
life license agents and offices of the Division of
Wildlife Resources.

R60t-l{.
Proclamalions enacted under the provisions of

this rule shall have the full force and effect of law.
l9t? 2}t+r, Lrl+4,2y144,2'14-lt - at,ltl9
a

R613-619. Oil, Gas and lHining

R613. Noocctrl
R614. Cosl
R615. Cil e*d Gss
R6!t. Ahendaned Mi*e Reclsntstica

R6f}.fM-t. Rcporls
R6lllM-9- Pncticc rod Procedure
n613-tM-10. Reclsmrtioh Stlndards

R6fJ-lM-1. Gencnl Rules
The following have been adopted by the Division

of Oil, Gas and lr{ining and are general ru-le1 oI
statewide application nrade pursuant to the Mined
Land Reclamation Adt of 1975. Special rules, regu-
lations, and orders wfll be issued when necessary or
advisable after notice and hearing, and shall prevail

as against these genqral rules, if in conflict there-

with.

R6f3-lM-2. Definitiohs
The foltowing detifiitions will apply to the rules

and regulations of the Mined Land Reclamation
Act:

(a) "Deposit' meins a natural accumulation of
minerat matter in thd form of consolidated rock or
unconsolidated matet'ial, chemical, or crganic mat-
erials commingled, ih solution or otherwise occur-
ring on rhe surface, beneath the surface, or in the

waiers of the land frOm which any product useful to
man may be prodfced, extracted, or obtained'

'Deposit; excludes wlater, geothermal sleam' arrd oil
and gas as defined in Chapter 6 of Title 40, but
shall include oil shale and bituminous sands extra-

cted by mining operatflons.
(b);Developmeotd means the work pbrformed in

relation to a depoCit following its discovery but
prior to production mining operations, -aimed 

al,
$ut not limited to, preparing the site for mining

operations, defining further the ore deposit by dril-
ling or other meansf conducting pilot plant operat-
ions, constructing r$ads or ancillary facilities, and

other activities relate{ to same.
(c) "Exptoration' lneans the act of searching for,

or-investigating a nlineral deposit, including activi-
ties for identifying rtgions or specihc areas in which

mineral deposits are most likely lo exist'
"Exptoration" includes, but is not limited to; aerial

and ground surneysj sinking shafts; tunneling; dril-
ling core and bore hotes and digging pits or culs,
and other works for lhe purpose of extracting
samples prior to codnmencement of development or
production mining irperations; and the building of
ioads. access ways, and other facilities related to
such work- 'Exptor6tion" does not include reconn-

aissance acliYities where power machinery. power

tools, or explosives aPe not used.

CooseCo
Pra!o. tileh

469



R613-rM-2 NATURAL RESOURC
(d) "Land Affected" means the surface and sub-

surface of an area within the state where mining
operations are being or will be conducted, inctuding,
but not limited to: onsile private ways, roads, and
railroad lines appurtenant lo any such area; land
excavations; exploration sites; drill sites or work-
ings; refuse banks or spoil piles; evaporation or
sellling ponds or dumps; work, parking, storage, or
placer areas; tailings ponds or dumps; work,
parking, storage, or waste discharge areas; areas in
which structures, facilities, equipment, machines,
tools, or other materials or property which result
from or are used in such operations, are situated.
All lands shall be excluded rhat would be otherwise
includable as land affected but which have been
reclaimed in accordance with an approved ptan or
otherwise, as may be approved by the Board, and
lands in which mining operations have ceased prior
toJufy 1,1977-

(e) 'Mining Opcration(s)' means rhose activiries
conducted on the surface of the land for the explo-
ration for, development of, or the extraction of a
mineral deposit from its natural occurrences, inctu-
ding, but not limited to, surface mining and rhe
surface effects of underground and in-situ mining,
including onsite transportation, concentraling,
milling, evaporation, and other primary processing.
It does not include: the extraction of hydrocarbons
in a liquid or gaseous state by means of wells or
pipe; thc extraction of geothermal stream, smelting,
refining, manufacturing and related operations; off-
site operations and transportation; or any op€rations
which would otherwise be incl uded under mining
operations but lo which less than 50O tons of
mineral and/or nonmineral bearing materiats are
mined in a period of 12 consecutive months or
where less than two acres of tand are excavated or
used as a disposal site in a period of t2 consecutive
months.

(f) 'Onsite" means the surface land area within
which mining operations are or wilt be conducted
under a Notice of Intention to Commence Mining
Operations and which is bounded by continuous
property lines defining surface land ownership,
control, or right that is vested in the operator. A
series of related properties .under the control of a
single operator but separated by small parcels of
Iand controlled by others will be considered a singte
site unless excepted by the Division.

G) 'Off-site' means the land areas that are
outside of, or beyond the onsite land which is
owned or controlled by the operator.

(h) 'Operator"_means any natural person, corp-
oration, association, partnership, receiver, trustee,
executor, administrator, guardian, fiduciary, agenr,
or other organization or representative of any kind,
either public or private, owning, controlling, or
managing a mining operation or proposed mining
operation, including exploring for or devetoping of
a mincral deposit.

(i) 'Reclamation" means actions performed during
or after mining operations to shape, stabilize, reve-
getate, or otherwise treat the land affected in order
to achieve a safe, stable, ecologicat condition and
use which will be consistent with local environme-
ntal conditions.

0) "Regrade or Crade' means lo change the top-
ography of any land surface.

(k) "Toxic" means any chemical or biological or
adverse characterislic of the material involved which
could reasonably be expected ro negatively affect
ecological or hydrologlcal syslems or could be haz-

ardous to the ptrblic safety and welfare-
(l) "Surface Mining Operarions" means those

mining operations conducted on the surface of the
land including open pit, strip, or auger mining,
dredging, quafrying, leaching, surface evaporation
operations, and aclivities related thereto.

(m) "Undelground Mining' shall mean lhose
mining operations carried out benearh the surface by
means of shafts, tunnels, or other underground
mine openings.

R6lllM-3. N0tice of Intention to Commence
Mining Ope{ations
Before any op€rator shall commence mining

operations, or continue rnining operations pursuant
to Section 4O8-23 of the Mined Land Reclama-
tion Act, and except as provided for in Rulc M-
3(5), the oper4tor shall file with rhe Division Form
MR-!. As pagt of said Notice of Intenrion ro
Commence Mlning Operations, the operator shall,
unless waived $y the Division, furnish rhe following:

l - A true qr correct map or plar showing the
location of thp land affected by the opcration or
proposed orrcrations. Such map or plat shall:

(a) Show by appropriate markings, if possible, the
location of thq land affected and the total number
of surface acres involved-

(b) Witbin tlie interior limits of rhe land affected,
show existing active or inactive, underground or
surface mined areas; the boundaries of surfacc
propertics; and the names of surface and mineral
owDers.

(c) Be of such scale as prescribed in Rulc M-6.
(d) Show thE names and locations of all lakes,

rivers, reservoifs, streams, creeks, springs, or other
bodies of public water, roads, buildings, abandoned
or active surfa6 facilities, and lransmission lines on
the land affected and within 5OO feet of rhe exterior
limits of the land affecred-

(e) Show rhp drainage plan on and away from
those areas frdm which the overburden or lopsoil
will be or has feen removed, or will be or has been
covered by the nonmineral bearing country rock or
which, by virtrje of their use are susceptible to exc-
essive erosion. Such plan shall indicate the direcri-
onal flow of r+ater, constructed drainways, natural
waterways used for drainage, and the streams or
tributaries receifring or to receive this disclrarge.

(f) Show the general location and present status of
known test borlings or core holes. Indicate depth of
the various wdter bearing strata encountered; rhe
thickness of thF minerat deposits where applicable,
and tbe thicknpss and depth of the toxic materials
encountered-as well as the depth and thickness of
plant support npaterial taken from those holes which
are representative of the area to be utilized-

(g) Show thE locarion of the storage area for
topsoil, and thq disposal area for overburden, waste,
tailings, or rejelted materials and water.

(h) If any, describe water to be disposed of,
giving in gener4l terms, exp€cted acid or salt content
and expected irqpact on downslrearn water systems.

Information provided in the Notice of Intention
and its attachnents relating to the location, size, or
nature of the deposit, and marked confidential by
the operator, shall be protected as confidential inf-
ormation by the Board and the Division and not be
a matter of public record in the absence of a written
release from thb operator, or unlil the mining ope-
ratioo has been terminaled as provided in subsection
aO-8-21(2\ of rhe Acr.

2. A plan for the reclamation of the land affected

Ccoe t Co
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u-nless a waiver is specifically granted by the Divi_
sion, each such plan shall include rhe foliowing (see
Form MR-t):

(a) A statement of known prior and current usesto which the land was put, including estimates of
current surface resources and its capabilifies to
support a variety of uses or polential uses.

(b) The possible uses for rhe land following rer_
mination of mining operations.

(c) The manner in which lhe overburden, topsoil,
tailings, w?ste, irrd rejecre<i malerials will Le [cpo_
sited.

(l) Where conditions permit, the manner in which
the plant supporring marerials will be .oni.iu.J unO
restored. l[ no such material exists, an explanation
of said conditions shall be given.

(2) An explanation of how toxic or otherwise
unsuitable materials wiil be segregated and disposed
of.

^(d) 
Where grading, backfilling, compacrion, erc.,of the soil or fill is desirable, the'-unn". 

"rri .ri.rr,of how such will be accomptished shall U" .rftuin"A.
(e) A planting program as best calculated-to rev_

egetate the land affected. Where there is no origina.l
protective cover, an alternale practical pr*ju..
should be proposed to minimize o, .ontrol ..orion
or siltation. When applicable, rhe objective in reve_
getation should be ro stabilize rhe lani as quickly as
possible after it has been disturbed in ordei ro
achieve permanent and protective uegetatiue correr_
Nonnoxious native plants that will -give a quict,
permanent, protective cover and enrich the soil shall
be given priority.

(f) A timetable for the accomplishment of each
major step in the rectamation plan.

-(3) 
Stare the general details of rhe type or merhod

of mining proposed.

-(4) 
Wirhin 30 days from rhe receipt of the Noticeof Intention to Commence Mining Operations,

except as provided for in Section q0_A_jl of tbeAct, the staff of the Division shall review rtre same
and shall make such inquiries, inspections, o, .*u_
minations as may be necessary or desirable for
proper evaluation of the information expressly req_
uired by this rute. The operator shall be pro-prty
no^tified of any objecrions found and he'shali beafforded a reasonable opportunity to take suchaction as may be required io ,.moloe tt. of.|..tion,or obtain a ruling retative to said objections from
the Board.

map. Tlre general area of possible step out boles,and/or seismic holes, should be described- ,fhe
access ways to the drill holes can be described bv
map or narralive.

(b) Tbe general dimensions of all drill holes.
(c) The plugging program for all drill holes.(l) All drill holes 2 l/2 inches or larger in dia_

meler at {he surface shall be plugged in the subsur-
face with material suitable in th-e-discretion-oi rt,.
Division, to prevent the migration of water, gas, oil,
or other substances from one slrata to another-

(2) Irrespective of any water, oil, gas, or other
potential migratory substance found, all drill holes
shall be plugged at lhe surface with a plug consisling
of at least five feet of cement- Other meihods sivenp.rior approval by rhe Division may be used if"iuch
site specific or procedure specific exceptions are
warranted.

(d) Tbe reclamation plans for all ground disrurb_
ances related to the op€ration. All iround disrurb_
ances not having continuing postoperation use shall
be reclaimed in such a manner compatible with tocal
conditions as approved by the Division.

Report Form MR-9 shall be filed wirh rhe Divi_
sion for all mineral exploralion work undertaken
and approved within rhe limits of this rule. It shaltnot be filed in lieu of reporting requested under
Rule M-8

All drill holes made as srep outs ro an initial
proposed drilling program should be described as in(a) through (d) above ro rhe Division as soon as
possible. The additional information may be filed asan addendum to the original notice 

"nd 
,"i[ nor

require approval.

R6f3-fM{. Notice to public and tnteresled
Psrties (Except es provided in Section 4{r_&23

R6ll-ttuI-s

R6I3-tM-5. Surety Cuarantee
After receiving notificarion rhat rhe Norice of

Intent.ion to Cornmence I\lining Operations has been
apprOved. but prlor Io cornmencement Of ODeraI-

(5) A letter of intention tp commence exploratorydrilling shall be required where seismic, ."r., u"astraligraphic tests are drilled for the purpoie ofidentifying and delineating mineral J.po'ri,rif,.,ir_
ities also included are: digling plts, t..nct es, - .u,,
and orher works; and the buitding of roads, access
ways, air strips, and other facilitiis relaled io expl_
oration drilling. The letter of intention to .omrnen..
exploration shatl be submitted prior to .rplor"iionand rhe Division shall review unO ,.qu.ri-uny
changes in-rhe proposed plan *;rt,in nitn tffldays afrer it is fited. dll information in the-leirer
relating to lhe location, size, or nature of thedeposit will be held confidential by rhe Di,rision
unless released by written permission from the ope-rator. The letter shall include tbe following infor-
mation:

of tbe MiDed Land Reclamation Act)
Within 30 days after receipt of the Notice of Int_

ention or within 30 days following the last action of
the operator or the Division on th" Notice oi Inte_
ntion, the Division shall reach a tentative decision
with respect to the approvat of the Notice of Inre_
ntion, whereupon the information relating to the
surface of the Iand affected and the tentat]ve deci-
sion shall be forwarded to tbe op€rator and be
published, in abbreviated form, one time only, in all
newspapers of general circulation published in the
county or counties where the land affected is situ_
ated and in a daily newspaper of general circulation
in Salt Lake City, Urah. A copy of the abbreviated
information and tentative decision shall also be
mailed to the zoning aurhority of the county or
counties in which the land affected is situared and to
the owner or owners of record of the land affected
and an affidavit of mailing shall be submiued by the
Division. -Any person or agency affecred bi the
tentalive decision may file a written protest wiih tne
Division, setting forth factua.l reasons for his com_
plaint. If no factual written protesls from adversely
affected interesls are received by the Division within
3O days after the last date of publication, rhe tenr_
alive decision on rhc Norice of Inteniion shatl
become final and lhe operaror will be so norified. Ifwritten o bjections of substance are received, a
hearing shall be held before rhe Board in accordancewith 40-8-8 of the Acr, following which rhe
Board shall issue ils decision.(a) The location of ail planned drill holes, curs

and roadways, air strips, or other ground disiurba-
nces relared to the op€ration. The drill holes, orherlhan seismic shor holes, must be identified and
located tc Ihe quartef s€ction. eiiher b-i, ,,..r"*r.. o,

.dTt

=q€3



Ft5r3-tFf6 NATURAL RESOURCES

;lij:l: ",,y:o^:y::r e_yimared ":,.qJ,Jl,; I ,;::I

jons, the op.ru

il:,iJ,;::"'[.JJ i;;"j:o':,o ,r,. soo.i'il,;i: 
I ltrT[1?:,_:"li*"iJ:Til:: ]i,:::r":H3..::ur an asency or rhe ,3'".?"':::: :l s,i'.- L*-d' | ;*ii" iil"orJiri""^or an asencv or rhe rederar e"""'n*Jni'rol-.,1; 
I 
"''d;'!iiili"Tl:J 

or each carendar year. unressi"'.:':$:{i 
"l'llliff.o"r ;.ir;;',:x"r'iTj.;i'r'J I ;*ii: '**,il-,:,:,,r, each operat or conducring

ri{ i;f '.#;Tfi'Jh xT,'",';t;*::';' ff ,T::: l *ni:Ji, :*Ti***+:l*il"::,*iracruar.inrormarion and '.;;;;;i,."i"",Iffi | x'::l::.?*::1, "' a.rorm presc,iLed"and rurni-for reclanrario" 
".,;..;,,..rll33Tndarions 

provided I shea uy rrre [l;;il. seninq ronh.ror reclanrarion act;,;r;"s.ii;;ffi'il';il ,|::liii: 
I ::if,ii:.,f.,",Jil:,#:T,J:i:*i,;;"; ; number

;::i:#,!U:' ffi ,;rT1qf .;r L:;i :m; I a:H:n$#h*::*:::cel.r rn, en,i.n,.
aPProve a fixed ,m^rrn' a-r;----i,3 j=J:H#;:il:::1ii::{,f f l;,"?.x.",*:xI,*}:5;:.d;,'3?;::il,T?:::,iif :.:r:,::
fri:t#t&'"1,Yfi10 " 'r'' rvoii..'l-i il;;,"13 

I ,r",#:"*i,,^31Ti,.r.mareriars moved duringLiabilitv unJri-r*.,y provisions shau contir..^ | 
tn:J,tl,asfellasrrr.orp"riiion;ffi;';:L:J:t'

,Hl ;;:l.'ffi .' n"t'",.0- "'," p.","".';"'';' :lil | *lilJli ff 'riJf H***:li;**kltr tt" op.r"iri-i"n,,11lfuses..to carry ouiln. I 
o,?:iIn 

addition,.,n",.-,-..1i.-'",J':_'-*'*""""necess:*v tand recramarion as. ourrinea in irre appr- | i".ift., ilffi fgr,:.,i[:1Xlli,,rl":,.ffiX,:',;r:loved Notice of Intention' tt't 
-ii""ta'-li' 

,tt19r I yo"*i ;.j'r-rio'r"r,. prepared in accoriance wirh
norice and hearing, declare any surery nreo roittris | il,&-_j:.il iii o,u,r,or,. However, ir shal be rhc
purpose forfeited- with- respecr lo the suretv ri,* | t*n.iriiiuii 

"i,'. operaror ro keep and mainrain
with the Division, rr,e soa.i-rh"i6;';ii. a1t I gg,"rr;;;ar;;,ing-rohisperformanceunderrheornev Generar to rake the necessarv r;;;f;il to I uin.i i;;-i;r"-atio-n Act, in such a prace and

x1i:{iil!!lT:,'l:.xHHT{',lii"gj*1.," I i';;;;;;;;';.".1!ey mar be examiried at anyState-Lands or;;;; of rhe ferrerar,^--.-_-_:f I timebvmembersof rheoiuirionitiir.-^-"""

tr tt" op.r"iri-i"n, or refuses ro carry our the I 
o,?:r

s.tate Landsor_an asency "ii;;;##;ffi'fll 
oI I lrmebvmembersof theDivisionstaf

l|| f"::,J 1Tl:.l"lii.; copy or the rranscripr'Xt; | *oj.t-tM.-e. p-racrice and procedure
the hearing to ttre oivfuion-ol!+;;d;j,.rfi# | . rp-1r* of i'".ti.. and procedure as outrined in
,xil:,:'i-f,:T,1"?L:[J,**sary forre.-irur;;fi;';: I rt..no* iur., *i'.u. 

"ppii."i["io",ii'ri'n.a r-"na
lhe reclanori^; ^r.L-,-ety 

shall be used ."lv ro, I Reclamationproceedingsdi;;;l-h.d;;;:"
rhe recramarion or the ri:i ::;;i;ft;::l:r. | _rlfry_il;;ff;:J;.".r#."..
;3r,r;esidual 

ainount returned 
" it.-'idli"i'.r"i- | ,fi" i;i,;4";ecramarion standards are esrabri-.fi-Hi;Ii:"*y:::- 

, .- | 
"lf.;H11:l;x:,:"'::.11#l::iffiTrili#. All maps and ptans erepared for submission *irrr | *:l;-:i;:-::*. *r:.1'#"rT"lfiJi: [?;1i1fi:

:l; JS Hi i 
j :f ::il.:t ?*xi#i: il' :iii:: | ;"gn** t*:k .:;f '_,^: 

"y1r.,_17 
5, 

3e€q 10,
rations shan be or 

"ceouate 
scJe'ffiH;il';;ffi | T_::::y{ ffi;;il'#,i;il'J,,Jt;,iH: H:topograpNc features ".a_"r."Jv.irJ;;;;#$ | subsecuent operarrons. Areas on which rhese stan-the proposed operadons in accoidanco *iir, n"i" rri- | 9lo: are proposed ro be .nonapplicable will be3' A color code, or oth.er tegend, ;;i;;'il;'ti, I *:l*:1.a.ir11,.1"gps.submirted by rhe operator inpreparing all maps ro crearly:inJi.;;;;";;#;# | ::::lo-ce with Rule M{, and miy be shown onures of rhe land affecred- '""'- 

| su31f1m1g.r q"""g ...iipr,"i.erlil,l. '

14tyru-7. Norificariou of suspension of I saia- "*fg:-.;;;i;#"il"oJi'op.,"tioo,
| gg1*rions "" v' rulPt'st.n or 

| "oY*:o 
o{lmining and rectamation plan.; (r) In the case or remporary suspension ormining | "'* #,i!.J5":ffiilU:flt,:t#*L,i;

/ 'l'i,t:l'fi"i!.{.16;1r*xlfrF[*j:i: | $:r*#*postrnining 
use rhar is compatib,e wi,hf durarion, rhe operator sha[, *iiirin lii a,

I theDivirion.- 
-'-'*vr Jrro'r' rvrtnln Jo rlays' notify 

| . 
r,.. Public. Safety and welfare - The operaror| (2) In rhe *'".:_r a rerminarion or minin'ope,: L#[,.]'?,1;,i-fr,*.:: ;***{;*l#; tions or a suspension of-such d;";;;';"pecrid ro I r,","rar ri-' incrude bur not be rimired ro:I extend for a period or t*"-i"utt:";;-T*:' tn" | 

--1fi,..p11, 
of shafts uno-iunn.rs ro prevenrI operaror shalr furnish rrre nivision 

"ttiru.r, a"r" ", | .,"X,r,.rL* or accidenrar enrry.I tt may requirc in order to eualuatl iit.'r,*"rrr orrrre | 
- 

rol'iiJitr*sal of trash, scrap merat, and wood,I minins cperarion, p.rforrnar,." uil;; il recrama- | ,ril;b" juitornrr, 
extraneous 

.debris, 
and orherI rton pran, and the probabte f*;;';;;, or rr,e | -;il; ,i:g"r, to mining in a munner approvedI mineratdepositandconditio-ntirt.i."i"ir*t:d- 

I ;il$rr;sion and in accordance wirh rhe Rures| €l upon receipt or noriti;tio"'.i'il'-i"",i9":I 
I Jioriliilli.nsorrheDivisionof 

Hearth.

I il:'"ii1,i"#J.Til; ',:',?T::i;lll" :'-l: :' t f.i'fr"-,i1i,sgrng and capping or drir, core, orI nir.ll="trm";:ik.nii}:::'ffiJ'i:lJil I _"?iii'tJT:',",fl,1;i':;;*,:::'-*"Tf ,1;1ii| (4) rhe rul .;.J; ;;";.'"fr"rrr". or surery I lffili?:.-t.'e 
pubri" #;';-;;;rions is readilyI nosed under an approveri not;*Jl"iill.; rh"ri;; I 

-'i;iTi; 
conshu.crion of berrns, rences, and./or

t{iT*fF:T'.olr;;'i:*il;'':'^":ir-"il'1il; I :fifu?}*:H:rH: or o,her e,cava,ions when
R6I3"Ill_t. Reports I i- r*nl""dments_.,. .Ail er.aporarion, tailings,(a) within 30 davs afier commeccem€nr cf rnining | 111 1J.rt.-1 F:"-,1:,. spoii piles, rrrs. pads. and

+lU 
_*-- -=- 

- 
| regraded areas shai! u.'t.!i-i."'ni,rg 

"nc nonimp-

Ccce rCc

I

j

I
I
s

a
n
u
sl

h
o
m
cl
dr
sir

ra
sh
an
ap

sh:
pit

c"
Pro.



ffi
ffi;

,{otice of

Fffii:
e number

r:i::,::
ed during

l#*r
J*vJiil

rall be the

lil:r;l;
red at any

l,,rin"a in
ined Land

l" .o"0,.
ivity requ-

l"t'.i";fi
tilized for

k*,';
shown on

fn 
r"tion,

andon the

J'fi:l,lf
: operator

lfffi:
to Prevent

J.:H;
r approveo
the Rules

l.'*,,,,7
rg signs io

r;:::
tions when

l.:?.":t,
d ncnimP-

UTAH ADII'INISTRATIVE
coDE 1987-t98E oif Gas and Iltini
ounding when abandoned unless previously appr-
oved as an impounding facility by a lawful stale or
federal agency

4. Slopes - AII waste piles, spoil pites, and fills
shall, if possible, be regraded lo a rounded config-
uration and they shall be sloped to minimize safety
hazards and erosion- The angle of slope from the
bottom to the top of the pile or fill can be greater
than the surrounding lerrain provided that the mass
stability of the slope is assured and that the erosion
of the slope is minimized try measures such as, but
not limited ro; terracing, surface drainage faciliries,
cross-slope ripping or scarifying and vegetation. In
no case, shall the slope of a pile or fill exceed the
angle of repose of the materiat or such lessor slope
as required by the Division considering such factors
as: land use, material properties, r€vegetation pote-
ntial, or erosion control-

5. Highwalls - In strip mining or open pit
mining and in open cuts for pads or roadways, all
such highwalls shall be reclaimed by backfilling
against them or by cutting the wall back to achieve
a slope of angle of 45" or less. Where the highwall
is composed of solid rocks; is designed to be stable
utilizing benches, tie-backs, etc-; or, there is insu-
fficient material reasonably available ro backfilh or
cutting the wall back would resutt in excessive
damage to undisturbed land above rhe highwall;
and, taking into consideration suitable alternative
safety measures; future land use, etc.; the Division
may modify or waive the above requirements.

6. Toxic Materials - All toxic or potentially toxic
"-material, as defined by Rule M-2(k), shall be safety
removed from the site or left in an isolated condi-
tion such thar solid, Iiquid or g:rseous toxic emiss-
ions to the environment are reasonably eliminated or
controlled. Such isolation practices may include, but
not be limited to burial, subsurface injection, che-
mical precipitation or neutratization, and filtering.
All appropriate regulations of rhe Division of
Health must be complied with as w ell as federal
regulations.

7. Roads and Pads - Onsite roads and pads shalt
be reclaimed or stabilized when the operator deter-
mines that they are no longer needed for operations.
The reclamation should include provisions for ade-
quate surface drainage, erosion protection and
unrestricted drainage crossings. When a road or pad
is to be turned over to an approved continuing use,
as determined by the operator, the operator shalt
turn over lhe property with adequate surface drai-
nage, slnrctures, ditching, and in a general condition
suitable for the continued use.

8. Drainages - All natural channels and associ-
ated flood plains shall not be covered, restricted or
rerouted by roads, pads, piles, Iills or diversions
unless specifically approved by tbe Division after a
suitable hydrologic study and incorporating a sound
hydraulic design. AII drainage structures, sediment
or flood cootrol structures, spoil, ore, waste, fill
material, and debris must be removed from natural
channels and flood plains before an operator aban-
oons the site, except where approved by the Divi-
ston.

9. Structures and Equipment - All slruclures,
rail lines, utility connections, equipment, and debris
shall be removed from the surface prior to regrading
and reclamation unJess temporariiy abando-ned or
approved by rhe Division for a continuing use-

- lC. Shafrs and Porrals - All shafri and porrals
shail be covered or closed and all lrenches ani smallpits shall be backfilled or covered *hen a nrine has

R6l3-lM-10
been abandoned so as to eliminate any safety
hazard.

ll- Sediment Conrrol - Mining operarions shall
be conducted in a manner such that sedimenl from
areas disturbed in mlning or reclamation activities is
adequately conrrolldd. The degree of sediment
control shall be appropriare for the site-specific
and regional conditibns of topography, soil, drai-
nage, *,aler quality, oF other characteristics.

12. Revegetarion - Where possible, a self-
sustaining vegetative cover consisting of nonnoxious
perennial planrs shall be established by the operator
subsequent io final grading on the entire area affe-
cted. Plants shall be a diverse mixture of grasses,
shrubs, forbs, and Where potential for forestation
exists, trees, the mixture may include both native
and introduced species- Revegetation shall be perf-
ormed using professionally accepted methods such
as seeding, transpla4ting, or propagaling by cutt-
rngs.

(l) The species selbction shall rellect lhe postmi-
ning land use as s€t fofth in Rule M-lo(t).

(2) Revegetation sliall be deemed to be accompli-
shed and successful when:

(a) Species intended for revegetation by this Rule
have achieved a surf4ce cover of at leasl 70go of the
representative vegetative communities surrounding
the mine. Surrounding vegetalive cover tevels shall
be determined by thf operator using professionally
accepted inventory m]ethods and be approved by the
Division.

(b) The vegetation iniriared on the area affecred
has survived for at least three growing scasons, is
evenly distributed, and is not supported by irrigation
or continuing soil amendments.

(3) Exceptions ro Parr 12 may be granted by the
Division for areas wliich consist of solid rock ourc-
rops and it is demonstrated by the operator tbat
sufficient surficial soil does not exist for covering
said outcrops- Test pfots established by the operator
in consultation with the Division shall demonstrare
after all practical land treatments have been atrcm-
pted that the reveget{tion standards are not attain-
abte.

Practical land trcatments may include but not be
limited to: scarifying, mulching, fertilization, irrig-
ation, chisel plowing, harrowing, and the introduc-
tion of soil mycorrhiza.

13. Dams - All mtjor water impounding struct-
ures such as tailings dams, water storage and suppty
dams, coal waste da6s, and major sedimentation
control dams shall be reclaimed when abando ned so
as to be nonimpounping, self-draining, mechanic-
ally stable, and protectled from erosion-

14. Soils - Except where slope or rocky terrain
make it impossible, all surficial materials, suitable as
a growth medium, p{ior to any major excavation,
shall be removed, segregated, and stockpiled accor-
ding to ils ability to support vegetation as determ-
ined by soil analysis and/or practical revegetation
experience. The stockpiles shalt be protected in such
a manner as to miniriize or prevent wind and water
erosion, unnecessary compaction, and contamina-
tion by undesirabte mareriats. Redistribution of
surficial marerial aftef final grading shall be acco.
mplished in such a mBnner as to promote revegeta-
tion success.

15. Appeals to the Board - Any operator who is
aggrieved by a decision of the Division in enforcing
th€se standards, may petition the Board for a
hearing pursuant to Se4tion 40-8-8.
198? 4${-l et*q
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R614-14 NATUR.AL RESOURCSS UTAH ADiTINiSTR-{TIVF
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R614. Coal
*.61+lA. Chapter I - Subclrepter A - Geaeral - UMC

Regulrtions PerOiuiog to Surfrcc Effects of
Urdergroutd Corl Mining Activities

R6l+lF. Sobcbrpaer F - Arer_s Unsuitrblc for Surface
Effects of Undergrocod Corl lltiniog Activities

R6l+lG. Srbchcpter G - Uaderground Corl Miniog
Activitics Permits cnd Coal Exploratlon procedurw
Sysaetr!s

R6l<l-lJ. Subcbrpter J - Boodiag snd lusurroce
Requircmclts for Surfece Cod ll{ining snd Reclrmetion
Opentions

R-6f+lX- Subchrpter X - UMC pcrnrtreD( prognm
Pcrforrnrncc Strrdrrds

R6l.l-ll,. Subcbaptcr L - lospcction end Eoforcemcot
Proccdurcs

R6l{-lM. Subchrptcr M - Tnidng. Exemioetion, rnd
Ccrtificrtior o[ Bhstcrs

R6l+tP. Subcbrptcr P - Protcctiou of Ernployces
R6fGtQ- Subcbeprcr Q - Applicrbility of {}-t-l cr

seq. rnd Rulcs M-l Through M-10
R6l+24. Cteptcr Il - Subchrptcr A - Gcnerrl - SMC

Re3ubtiorr Pcrteinirg to Surfrcc Cod Miniog Activitics
n61+2G. Chrptcr G - Surfrcc Corl Mining rod

Reclenrtiol Activlties Permits rad Corl Erptoretion
Proctdurts Systcms

R6l&2J. Sabcbrpta J - Bordin3 rrd lasurercc
Rcquircnclts for Srrfrct Coel Miniug erd Rccttmeliol
Opcrdors

R6t4-2f. Subcbeplcr X - Permrocot prognm
Pcrfonnrlce Stelderds

R6l,t2L. Sobchrpter L - Impcctior rad Enforccment
Proctdrrcs

R6f+2M- Sobcbrptcr M - Trainiog, Ereminetioa, tod
C.crdllcrdou ol Bhstcrs

R61+2P. Sebcheptcr P - Protcctioa of Employces
R6f+2Q. Sobchrptcr Q - Appticrbllity of 4{l*l ct

seq, ud Rulcs M-l ThroqL M-10

R6l4-1A. Chapter I - Subchapter A -
General - UMC Regulations Pertaining
to Surihce Effects of Underground Coal
Mining Activities
R6l+lA-?00, P.rt UMC 700 - Gcrcrrl
R5f+lA-71'5. Prrl UMC TlXi - Rcsrrictions o! Strtc

Employccs Flnrncid loterest
R6l+lA-7O?. Prrt UMC 7011 - Exemprion for Coel

Extrrlron locHcnt lo Govcrnm.ot-Flaenccd Hlghwry
or (Xhct Colsltuctio!

R6f+fA-700. Perl UMC ?(X) - General
UMC 700.1 Scope
This Chapter I, consisting of parts UMC 70O-

900, establishes the procedures through which the
Utah State Division of Oil, Gas and Mining will
l_mplement those provisions of the Coal Minirrg
Reclamation Act of lg9, (U.C.A- ,t0-lGt et
seq.) pertaining to surface effects of underground
coal mining activities and includes regulations imp
lementing U.C.A. l()-lG8 of th€ Act pertaining
to coal exploration. Regulations pertaining to coal
exploration are also set forth in Chapter II. Chapter
I is divided into rhe following subchapters:

(a) Subchapter A contains general introductory
information intended to serve as a guide to the rest
of the chapter and to the regutatory requirements
and definitions generally applicable to the program
and persons covered by those provisions of the Act
that are applicable to cod exploration and surface
effects of underground coal mining activities-

(b) Subchapter F implements those requirements
of the Utah Coal lvlining Reclamarion Act of 1979

for designatilrg certai$ lands unsuirable fcr all s1
certain types of surface effects of underground csal
mining acrivilies anC for rermination of such desig-
nations.

(c) Subchapter G governs applications for and
decisions on permits for underground coal mining
activities and Epprovals.

- (d) Subchapter J sets forth requirements for per-
formance bonds and public liability insurance fo,1
underground foal mining activities-

(e) Subchagter K sets forth the environmental and
other perforrpance standards which apply to coal
exploration afrd underground coal mining activities.
Performance standards applicable to special coaJ
mining situations such as alluvial valey floors and
prime farmlarfds are included.

(f) Subchadter L scts forth the inspection, 6nfe1_
cement, and civil pendty provisions.

(g) Subchapter M rvill set forrh the roquirements
for training, examina-- tion, and certification of
blasters.

(h) Subchapter P sets forth the provision for the
protection of employees who initiatc proceedings
under _the Act or testify in any proceeding resdd;t
from the admifristration or enforcement of the Act_

(i) Subchaflter Q sers forrh the applicabitity of
certain provisions of z()-8, U.C.A (t9j3, as
amended,(rhe Utah Mined Land Reclamation Ad of
1975)) and Rules M-l through M-10 ro rhc Utah
state program.

UMC 700.2 Notations
This copy of the Regulations pertaining to

Surface Effeqts of Underground Mining Activities
(including regUations for coal exploration) incorp.
orates changeg that have been adopted by the Board
of Oil, Gas alrd Mining and approved by the Officc
of Surface lvfining Rectamation and Enforcement
through March t987.

S€ctions marked with a single asterisk indicarc
regulations remanded, in whole or in part, by either
the Secretary of the Department of the Interior or
the U. S. Court of Appeals (Judge Flannery's dec-
isions). Whereas, sections marked with doubte asr-
erisks indicate regulations suspended, in whole or in
part, by the &Cretary or the Court.

*Remanded
t.Suspended

UMC 700.5 Definitions
As used in this chapter, the following terms have

the specified meanings, except where otherwise
indicated:

"Account" means abandoned mine rectamation
account estab[ished pursuant to 40-10-25 of the
Act.

"Act" meaqs Utah Code Annotated U.C.A. z(l
lG'l et seq.

'Acid drainpge' means water with a pH of less
than 5.0 and in which total acidity excceds total
alkalinity, dis(harged from active, inactive, or aba-
ndoned under$round coal mining activities or from
an area affectbd by underground coal mining activ-
ities.

"Acid-forming materials' means earth materids
that contain gulfide minerals or otber ma terials
which, if exposed to air, water, or weathering pro-
cesses, form aclds that may create acid drainage.

"Adjacent {rea" means the area outside the
permit area wlrere a resource or resources, determ-
ined according to the context in which adjacent area
is used, are of reasonably could be expected to be
adversely imp4cted by proposed mining operations,
including prdbabte impacts from underground
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State ol Ulah
Admlnlslretlve Rule AnalYals

Notlce ol Proposed Rule/Change

Department' NATURAL RESOURCES

Agency: OIL' GAS & MINING

Address: 3 TRIAD CENTER - SUITE
SLC, UTAH 84I80-I203

Contact Person: KENNETH MAY, LOWELL

Telephone: (801) 538-5340

Division of Administrative Rules

State Archives Building, State Capitol
salt Lake city, Utah 84114

TelePhone 538-301 1

CODE TITLE OF RULE OR SECTION

MINERALS RECLAMATION PROGRAM RULES

Z ENICT SUMMARY OF RULE OR CHANGE AND REASON FOR IT

This proposed amended and new rule, R6l3-004, regulates the minerals reclamation program in
concurrence with the Mined Land Reclamation Act, Chapter 8, Title 40, U.C.A., amended 1987-

This proposed rule takes into consideration those criti-cal public comments received on the
rules proposed on April 15, 1988. Rules R6l3-001 thru R6l3-005 are listed as five
individual rules to comply with the requirements of the Di-vision of Adninistrative Rules-

ANTICIPATED COST IMPACT OF RULE - UCA 63-46a-4(3)(d)
These rule changes will not result in increased
Division. State cost for reclairning abandoned,
through required reclamation provisions.

staff or budget requirements with the
unreclai-med operations will be reduced

ffirArEcoDE(ctrArtoN): U.C.A. 40-8-6(f)(a
D RULE REOUIRED BY FEDERAL MANDATE (U.S. CODE OR FED. REGISTER CITATION):

,.puBLlC lrAY PARTtCtpnre tN RULEMAKING BY: (REOUIRED ONLY FOR PROPOSED RULES)

oPUBL|CHEARING(MAYEEoPT|oNAL)oAPPEARANcEATFWR|TTENCoMMENT
DATE: TIME: AGENCY UNTTL: UNTIL:

pLACE: 0ctober 17, 19BB

NOTE: PUBLIC MAY REAUEST HEARING lN ACCORDANCE WITH UCA 63-

ffi11 AGENCY NOTE: TEXT MUST BE lN CODE FORMAT

SrArESrArurEclrArloN(s): 40-8-6(l) (a) et. seq.
KEYWOBD(S): Mining Regulations, Minerals ReclamaLion

ffioPoSEDADM|NtSTRAT|NGRULESoRRULECHANGES|SPUBL1sHED|NTHEuTAHsTATEBULtETlNUNLESS
EXCLUDED BECAUSE OF LENGTH AND SPACE LIMITATION. THE FULL TEXT MAY BE INSPECTED AT THE AGENCY (ADDRESS ABOVE) OR

DIVTSION OF ADMINISTBATIVE RULES
10. DIVISTON OF ADMINISTRATIVE RULES

RECETVEDEv: MH o,f|e: 916/88 rrue'4:15

120-DAy RULE EFFEcrrvE: N/A LApsES: N/A

6l TOO LONG TO PRINT PAGES: 10
DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

9. AUTHORIZATION

AGENCY

SEND WH|T€ & YELLOWTO D.A.R,. YELLOW WILL AE FETURNED TO AGENCY

4. TYPE OF NOTICE

flPBOPOSED RULE (NEW, AMEND OR REPEAL)

oCHANGEINPRoPoSEDRULE(CHANGESPRoPoSEDRULEFILENUMBER

5. JUSTIFICATION FOR 120.DAY RULE CHECKED ABOVE

N/A

O 12GDAY RULE - UCA 63-46a-7

D FIVE-YEAR REVI EWCONTINUATION
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William S. Callaghary Bulletin Editor

I
I The Utah State Bulletin is the official noticing publication of the executive branch of Utah

State Government. The Dvision of Administrative Rules, Department of Administrative Seryices,

I produces the Bulletin under authority of Section 6345b-10, Utah Code Annotated 1953, as a pub.I \ lic service.

I - Inquiries concerning administrative rules or other contents of the Bulletin rnay be addressed
I to the responsible agency or to: Division of Administrative Rules, Archives Building, State Capi-

tol, Salt Iake City, Utah 94114 telephone (g01) 53S_3011.

I The Bulletin and its companion surunary, lhelltah State Digat, are printed and distributed
semi-monthly by Legislative Printing. Annual subscription rates (24 issues) are $125.00 for the

I Wah State Bullctinand $30.00 for the lltah StateDigest.Inquiriesconcerning subscription, bill-
I ingp or changes of address should be addressed to:

Legislative Printing
419 State Capitol

Salt lake Citp Utah g4tt4
(801) s38-1103
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NOTICES 0F RULE EFf,ECTIVE DATES
(Effecttve date of rule publlshed as a p,roposal ln an earller Fulletln)

Educitign
Adn,i nl stratlon

No. 9677: R300-712 Standards for Adyanced Placgment Programs
Publlshed November l, l98B
Effective December 2, 1988

flBal th
Communl ty Heal th Servl ces
Ep ldeml ol ogy

No. 9612: R429-801-l Alds Testlng n.nd Rgpgrtlng
for Emergency Medlcll Servlcg PrgtllderS
Publtshed October 15, 1988
Effectlve December l, 1988

Human Re_soJ_rce flanagenen_t
Admlnlstratlon

No. 9688: R20-2-l Appl lcabll lty
Pub'l I shed November 15, 1988
Effectlve December I6, 1988

No. 9689: R20-2-3 & 7 Compllqnsg Respenstblllty
an{ Employment Ellglblllty Certlflsatlon
Publlshed November 15, 1988
Effectlve December 16, 1988

No. 9690: R20-3-l
Publ I shed November
Effectlve December

No. 9691: R20-4-l
Publ I shed November
Effectlve Decenber

No. 9692: R20-5-l
Publ I shed l{ovember
Effectlve December

No. 9693: R2O-6-l
Publ I shed November
Effectlve December

No. 9694: R20-7-l &

Publ i shed November
Effectlve December

No. 9695: R20-8-l &

Publ I shed November
Effectlve December

No.9696: R20-10-l
Publ I shed November
Effectlve December

Personal Sgrvl s9 Expendl ture,$
15, 1988
16, t988

Classlflcatlon
15, l98g
16, l9gg

Flllng Pqsltlons
15, 1988
16, lggg

Recl proc I ty
15, 1988
16, 1988

Compen sat I on
I 988
I 988

Norkl ng Co-ndi tions
I 988
r 988

Employee Developpent
15, 1988
16, l9g8

4
t5,
t6,

4
15,
t6,

6{



No. 9697: R20-12-l Separatlons
Publ I shed November I 5, I 988
Effectlve December 16, l9B8

No. 9698: R20-13-l Volunteer Programs
Pub l I shed l{ovember | 5, 1988
Effectlve December 16, 1988

Industrlal Connlslox
Employment Securlty

No. 9638: R475-22p Nages
Publlshed October 15, 1988
Effectlve December I, 1988

Natural Re.selllc-es
0ll, Gas & l4lnlng

No. 9579: R6l3-l Mlnerals Reclamatlon
Publlshed September 15, 1988
Effectlve December l, 1988

No. 9580: R6l3-2 Mlnerals Reclamatlon
Publlshed September 15, 1988
Effectlve December l, 1988

No. 9581: R6l3-3 Mlnerals Reclamatlon
Publlshed September 15, 1988
Effectlve December l, 1988

Program Rules

Program Rules

Program Rules

I
I
I
I
I

Transportat I on
Adml nl stratlon

No. 9614:
Publ I shed
Effectlve

I
I

I

I
I
I
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I
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' (--
.rt , No. 9582: R6l3-4 lllnerals Reclamatlon Program Rules
Y- | Publlshed September 15, 1988

t\ | Effectlve December l, 1988

No. 9583: R6l3-5 Mlnerals Reclamatlon Program Rules
Publlshed September 15, 1988
Effectlve December l, 1988

Soclal Seryl ces
Aglng and Adult Servlces

No. 9670: R805-100-l & 3 Fundlng Formula
Publlshed November l, 1988
Effectlve December l, 1988

R928-77 Hay Truck Operatlons
October 15, 1988
November 15, 1988

No. 9615: R928-78 Reduce Restrictions on l0 Foot Nlde Loads
Published October 15, 1988
Effectlve November 15, 1988

No. 9617: R9l7-3-10 Private Participation
Publlshed October 15, 1988
Effectlve November 16, 1988
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NA UTAH ADMINISTRATIVEI'
CODE

R6lJ-4.t 16. Public Norice rnd Appeats
l. public norice will be dcemcd comblere when rh€

following actions have been taken:
(1,) A descriprion oI the dislurbed area and the

rentativc- decision ro approve or disapprovc the
norice of intenrion shall be published by the Divi-
sion in abbreviared form; onc timd only, in all
newspapers of gcncral circulation publishcd in the
county or counties wherc rhe tand affccted is situ_
ated, and in a daily newspaper of general circulation
in Salr Lake City, Urah.

(2.) A copy of rhe abbreviared information and
renrative decision shall also be mailed by rhe Divi-
sion to the zoning authority of the county or coun-
ries in which the land affecred is siruarcd and ro rhe
owncr or owners o[ record of thc land affected, as
described in rhe norice of inlenlion.

2. Any person or agency aggrieved by the tenla_
ti\e decision may file a written protest with the
Division. during the public commcnr pcriod idenri-
fied in the notice, sening forth factual reasons for
thc comDlaint.

l._]f lq responsive writlen prorests are received by
rhe Division wirhin J0 days after the last datc of
publicalion, the tentative decision oi rhc Division on
the norice of inten(ion shall be final and the opcr_
ator will be so norified.

4. lf written objections of substance are received
by rhc Division during rhe public commenr pcriod, I
hearing shall be held before lhe Board in accordance
wirh UCA 40-8-9, followine which hearing rhe
lpard shall issue irs decision.

R6lJ-,1-l lt, Notific!tion of Suspcnslon or
Termination of Op€ralions
l. The operaror necd not notify the Division of

lhe temporary suspension ol mining operations.
2. In thc case of a rerminarion or a susoension of

mining opera!ions thar has cxcecded. or is exoected
to e\cecd t*o (2) years, the operaror shall. upon
requesr, furnish rhc Division with such dara as ir
ma1' require to evaluate the slatus of the mininc
operation, the status of compliance wirh thesc rulesl
and rhc probable future sta(us of the land affected.
Upon review of such data, rhe Division wil take
such actton as may be appropriare, Thc Division
may grant an extended sqspension period if warra.
nted.

f. The operalor shall give rhe Division prompt
wnilcn nollce a tcrmination or suspension of large
mining operarions expecred lo exceed five (j) ycars.
Upon receipt of notificarion. rhe Division shall.
within 30 days, male an inspecrion of the property.

.1.. Large mining operalions (hat have been appr_
oved for an exrended.suspension period will be rte-
valualed on a rcgular basis. Additional interim rec.
lamation or stabilizarion measures may bc requiied
in order for a large mining operarion to remain in a
continued state of suspension. Reclamation of a
large mining operation may be requircd afrer five (5)
years of continued suspension. The Division will
rcquire complete reclamation of the mine site when
lhe suspension period exceeds l0 years, unless rhe
opcralor appeats ro rhe Board prior to lhc expira-
tion of said l0-year period for a longer suspension

ircd in the original noricc of intention
_ 2. A Nolice of Intcntion ro Revisc Large Mining
Opcrations (FORM MR-REV) wil be 

-pro"cr.ii
and considcred for approval by the Division in the
same manncr as an original nolicc of intention, The
operator will bc suthorized and bound by the rcq_
uiremcnts of thc cxisring approved noricj untit th-e
rcvrsron is acted upon and any revised surcty requi-
remcnts ar€ satisficd. Those poilions of the aDDr-
ovcd notice of intcnrion not subjegt to thc rcvision
will nol be subjcct to rcview under this provision.

3. Largc mining operations which havc a distir-
rbed ara of fivc (5) acrcs or less may refile as a
small mining operation. Reclaimcd areas must meet
full b94 rcleasc rcquiremenrs before thcy can be
cxcluded from thc disturbed acreage.

R6l34ll9. Am€ndmcntg
l. An amendmcnt is. an insignificanr changc ro (he

approved notice of inrention The Division will
revicw the changc and make thc determination of
srgnlllcance on a cas-by-case basis.

2, A request for an amendment should be filed on
the Nolice of lntention ro Revisc Large Mining
Operarions.(FORM MR-REV). An amendmenr oi
a large mining operation requires Division approval
out ooes not requirc public notice.

R6l3-4-120. Trrnsfer of Noticc of Intention
. lf an operaror wishes to rransfer a mining opera_

tion to another parry, an applicarion for Transfir of
Notice of lntenrion - Large Mining Operarions
(FORM MR.TRL), rnust bJ complccid ind filed
with the Division. The new mine operator will be
required to posr a new rcclamation surery ano must
assume full responsibility for continued mininl
operattons and reclamation.

R6l3-4:t21, Reporls

R6l3-5. Adminislrative procedures

R6ll-5.101. form.l rdd Inform.l proc.cding
R6lt.5-101. Inf ormrl procgs
R6l3-5-103, Dcfinitlons
R6lJ.5- 10,a. Commenccmerr of Adludlcillv.

L On or beforq January 3{ of each year, unless
waived in. wriring by rhe Di$ision, cach oDera!or
conducting largc mining operarions -urt iil. un
Annual Repor! of Mining Opcrations (FORM MR-
AR) describing irs operarions during the preceding
catendar year. Form MR.AR, includes:

l.ll. Thc location of lhe operarion and file
number of thc approvcd noricc of inienrion:

1.12. The gross amounts of orq anq wasle mate-
rials movcd during the year, as well as rhc disposi.
tion of such materials;

1.13. The reclamarion work performed during the
year and new surface disturbances created duing
the year.

_ 2, The operaror shall include an updared map
depicling surfacc disrurbance and reclamarion peri-
ormed during the ycar, prcpared in accordance with
Rule R6l3-4-105.

3. Thc opcrator sball keep and maintain timely
records 

-relating to his performance under rhe Aci,
and shall make these rccords available to rhc Divi.
sion upon request.

R613-4-122. Pr.calces rnd procedures; Appeals
The Administrarive procedures, as ourlined in rhe

R6l3-5 Rulcs,..shall be applicable ro minerals reg-

s#"flI[::isilf''.Jperiod

J-4-118, Revislons
l. ln order to revise a notice of intention. an

operaror shall file a Norice ol lnlenrion lo Rcvise
Large Mining Operarions (FORM MR-REV). This
notice of intenlion will includc all informarion
concerning the revision tha! would have been requ_
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Ploc.cditrts

nirl-t-ios.ton".-ion of lhfotmtl to Fotmrl Phr*
iirf-s-roc. P!6.dut.. tot Inlormrl Ph'sc

iiiii-il0?. Exhruttlon of Admlnistt'rivc R'mcdi's

R5lf,-5-10t. wriv.rr
R6t3-5.109. SevcnbllilY

R6l3-5.1t0. Consaruction
R6tl-5-lf l. Timc P.riods

R6f 3-5.f 0J. Def inltions
Definitions as used in lhcse tules may bc found

under R6l3.l'106'

R6l3-5-f 04. Commenccmcnl of Adjudicative

Proceedings
i. ;;;*T"t cmcrgcncv ordcrs described furthe r

in 
'irr.i" -'rutut, 

all ad.iudicatiue proceedings thrt

"o.t.n". 
in lhe informal phasc shall be comme-

nced by either;"-i:tll A Noticc of Agency Action' if procccdings

arc commenced by thc Board or Division: or
-'i.iz, e Request for Agcncy Action' if procccd'

ingi-ar. .o...nced by persons o!her than thc

Board or Division.- i I Nt,i* of Agency Action shall bc filcd and

sened according lo thc follo$ ing rcquircmcnts;-'i,ll. 
ir,. N-otice of Ascncv Action shall bc in

"ti-itine 
and'ttt"ff bc signed on bchalf of lhe Board if

iii.'"r?,*iar"gt are cJmmenced bv the Board' of bv

oi on Uenalf of th. Diti'ion Dircctor if the procee'

iini, 
"i.-.ott.nced 

by the Division A Notice

shall include:
2.ll.lll The names ano mailing addresses of all

"";;;;;;; 
whom notice is bcing givcn bv rhc Board

;;;i;i.;", and rhe namc, rirle ' and mailing addrcss

of 
"ny "it"t".y 

or employec who has bcen dcsign-

ated t; aDpear for thc Board or Divlsron;-';.ii.iit Thc Division's frlc numbcr or orhcr

R6ll-5-10f. Formel rnd lnformal Proceedlng
'--l-.- eJiuolcati"c procccdings which shall comm-

.'"i ioiii"rrt befoic thc Board in 
"tts163n6s 

wilh

;i,;- J;,; oi Practice and Procedurc beforc the

iii-"ta "ioii, 
Gis and Mining include thc followins:

iiiit.irl. Failure to Reclaim, Forfeiture -of
i"*vi 

'irorl-l'iit, ruitut. (o Reclaim' Forfei-

i,i."-'of Sur.,t, R6l3-3'll2'5' Over l0'Year

i"*."iio"' nbtl-l-t 14, Failure to Reclaim'

nett-+t t1.5, O".r lGYear Suspension'"1-.- laiuaiiutlu. proceedings which shall comm-

.";; i;;;;;;iit bciore thc bivision in accordance

*iirr iiiir n"r.'nol3'5 include the followins; R6l3'

iliiir,"'N",i* of Intent to commencc Minins

ilo.i",iont, vatiance Rcquesti R6l3-2'102' E-xl'

Jti'J""t neri-z-107' Variancei R6l3-2'108'
U;;;;.d o;;, 30 Davs/Alternalive Plan; Rbl3-

i-'i5i,"'n..r"*o,ion Pracrices Variancc; R6ll'2-

ios.il,"i.'illiation Approval; R6l3-2'll0'
v;;;;;",'ncvoiarlon or Adjustment of variancc;

i;fi-;fi ri', ilr.ut. of surctv: R6l3-2--ll4'
il.*-Jt'n."lt.a Nolice of lntention; R6l3-3'l0l'

Norlce of Intention to Commence Smali Mining

li;;;;,;"''' t;riance..Re.ques!" 1613"'3;i9];
Virr""..ti'"ior]J-108, Unplugged over 30 Davs/

;i;;;;' Pian; R6l3'3'l0e' Reclamation Pract-

ii.i vuti"n.., R6ll-3-109 13' Revegetatron

Appro"al; R6ll'l-1t0, Variarce' Revocatton' or

iiiuirt.n, oI variance; R6l]'3-l l2' waiver'

ii'"u"i':'i.o"r,; R6tl'l'll2'l and R6l3-3-

iri.q,-r.;i"",i;n or suspcnsion; R6l3-3'112 5'

ir.."ir".ii""t' Reclamation; R6l3-3'll3' Mine

i"i"i".t.",, R6t3-3'114, Amendments; R6ll-3'
ii;. "li;;, waiveri R6ll'4'l0l' Notice of lnt'
i"ri'""' ,'" Cottenie Large Mining Operation'

V;;i;;.;- nequesr; norr-n'l02' Updated .lnror-
.liion''ot 

"rtaboltications; 
R6I3-4' I07' Variances;

iiil-a-roa, Unplugged over 30 Days/ Alternatc

i;i"* ioi:-+-ri r, Reclamation Pracricc' vari-

"".ii iirl'a-r l i l3, Revegctation Approvali
-n-ill-q-i'rz' variances, Rcvocation or AdJust-

-.",. prrr-o-rtf. Release of Suretyi R6l3-4-

iii.'e""""r Report, waiver; R6l3-4-ll7'l and

i.iril:iii'0, Termination or suspcnsion; R6l3'

olifl.s, Reevaluations, Rcclamationi R6l3'4-
jii. ' 

riJ"ltr*tt- R6l3'4-l19, Amendments; R6ll'

refcrence number:
2.ll.ll3 Thc namc ol thc

ding;
2.ll.ll4 The drtc thal tnc

proccc-

Noticc of AgcttcY

4-121, Annual RePort' Waiver'
r.'lAiuOi.atiui proccedings which shall comm-

."i. i.iit.-,tt.'g"a'rd but foilo* lhe procedurcs for

ii.'r"i"t"i"i t-cfss in this Rule R6t3-5 include

the following:"'neii:z-]ii, Surctv, Form and Amount; and

R5l3-4-l 13, Surely, Form and Amount'

R6l3-5-102' Intormal Process" aor"ii."ir;i proceedings declared bv these rules

hereinabove (o commence in the informal phase

ri.ii-f. pto".".o according to Rule R6l3-5 et seq'

;;i; Ali other r€quiremenls of the Mincral Rules

rftulf uppfv when thiy supplement these rules gove'

,"i^n itt.'infor*"I phase and when not in conflict

;tii;;; oi'itt. 'ui.t 
of R6l3'5' Notwithstanding

;;, ;;; longe, ti-e periods provided for in the

Mineral Rules shall aPPIY.

Action was mailcdi
2.ll.ll5 A ststcmcnl tha( thc adiudicatrvc nroc-

eeding is to bc conductcd informally accordrng to

ifr.'o?ouitiont of tttcse Rulcr and Sccrrorr' 6l-J6b-

i'-"nJ f:-lou-s oi the utah codc Anno{Jtcd
(1953, as amendcd), if aPPlicable;' 

2.lt.l16 A slalcmenl that the parties may rcquest

.n inioi.ur hcaring before lhc Division within ten

iibi a"tt "i 
rhc dale of mailing or pubhcrtion and

,nui in,r"r. to make 5uch a rcqucsl for hearing may

oi..tuO.,tta, i:arty irom any further participatron'

ipp"uf ot judicial review in rcgard (o thc subJcct

adiudicative proceedingl--i.i;.iit-A rtu,"t.-n, oI thc lcgal authorir) ar]d

jurisdiction under which thc ad.iudicativc procccdrng

is to be maintainedi
2.ll.ll8 Thc name, titlc, mailing address' ano

lelephone number of the Division Direclorl and'"';:il.iit A statement of thc purposc of thc adjtr'

oiJaii"e pto"e.aing and, to thc cxtcnl Inown b) the

Division Director, rhe questions lo be dccidcd '

2.12. Unless qaived, the Division shall:

i.tz.ttt l"loit Lhe Notice of Agcncv Action to

cach party and any other person who has a rlght lo

notice under statulc or rule; anq' t.li.iit Publish ihc Norice of Asencv Acrion if
required by statutc or by lhc Mineral Rules

i.tf. .ctt the listed adjudicativc processcs lnal

.oi *"n.. informally may be petitioned for by a

r.iion o,t'.t than thc Division or Board That

5.tton't- i.qr"t, for Agency Action shall be in

iiiiin* una iigncd by the person invoking thc Jurt-

sdictio,-n of the Division or by his or her atlorney'

and shall includc:- 
i.ij.rrr Thc names and addrcsscs of all pcrsons

to whom a copy of the Requesl for Agency Actron

is being sent:
2.ll.ll2 A rpace for rhc Drviston's filc rt mber

or other reference numberi
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